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CHRONOLOGY OF lt PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIII[th Century (1803), 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal ; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols, ; Debrett’s Debates, 63 vols. ; The Hardwicke P: apers ; Debates in 
Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &e., &e. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 








HISTORY. (SixTH PARLIAMENT.) 
CONQUEST to 34 GEO. II.—1066 to 1760. | Vol. 39 & 40...59 Guo. III. ...... 1819 


Vol. 1 to 15, 1 Witi. I. to 34 Geo. II. 
1066-1760 
REIGN OF GEORGE III.—1760 to 1820. | 


Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Gro. III. to 40 Gro. IIL. | 
1760-1800 | 


z 2 ee eee 60 — ... 1819-20 


Second Series. 


REIGN OF GEORGE IV.—1820 to 1830 
(SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
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(First PARLIAMENT.) ree Ss we Vern NS 182] 
WOLD! 4/s5 cease 41° Gro. Th ...: 22. TOR as. Gla Tene eo awa ve 1822 
ee eT 42 atte) sasibewses 1802 | — 8— 9... 4 anes a eae 1823 
rea: Matha. wll Sugling 1824 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT.) ee “1 aes a Gl steeee ge 
ae bn... ree 
| (EIGHTH PARLIAMENT.) 
DEBATES. te gees 7 Gzo. IV. ...... 1826 
ae eee 8 a Sea 1827 
june eS ey ene 1828 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT—continued. ) ee) ee soe A Ss 1829 
Vol. 1 & 2...44 Guo. IIL......18034| — 22 to25..12 — 1830 
— 3to 5...45 By” abba 1805, 
eee 6 & ‘. ..46 — sarees er Third Series. 
(THIRD PARLIAMENT.) REIGN OF WILLIAM IV.—1830 to 1837 
Vol. 8 & 9...47 Geo. III....... 1806-7 | (NINTH PARLIAMENT.) 
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CHRONOLOGY OF 





“THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES ”—cont. 
REIGN OF VICTORIA—1837 to 1901. 
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HIS MAJESTY’ PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 








THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal——Most Hon. the Marquess of SALISBURY, K.G. 

Lord President of the Council——His Grace the Duke of DEVONSHIRE, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 

First Lord of the Treasury——Rt. Hon. ARTHUR J. BALFOUR. 

Secretaries of State 
Foreign Affairs Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G., G,.C.M.G., G.C.S.1 
Home Department——Rt. Hon. CHARLES T. RITCHIE. 
Colonial—— Rt. Hon. JoSEPH CHAMBERLAIN. 
War Rt. Hon. W. St. JOHN BRODRICK. k 
India——Rt. Hon. Lord GEORGE HAMILTON. 

Chancellor of the Exchequer Rt. Hon. Sir MICHAEL Hicks BEACH, Bt. 

First Lord of the Admiralt tt. Hon. the EARL OF SELBORNE. 

Lord Lieutenant of Irelanc tt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor of Ireland Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 

President of the Board of Trade Rt. Hon. GERALD W. BALFOuR. 

Postmaster-General—— Marquess of LONDONDERRY, K.G. 

Secretary for Scotland tt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 

President of the Local Government Board tt. Hon. WALTER H. LONG. 

Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster tt. Hon. Lord JAMES OF HEREFORD 

First Commissioner of Works Rt. Hon. A. AKERS DOUGLAS. 

President of the Board of Agriculture Rt. Hon. R. W. HANBURY. 









































NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Parliamentary Seeretary to the Treasury tt. Hon. Sir W. WALROND, M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury —-J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., M.P. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland Rt. Hon. GEORGE WyNDHAM, M.P. 
Vice-President of the Board of Education——Rt. Hon. Sir J. ELDON Gorst, K.C., M.P, 
Secretary to the Admiralty——HuGu O. ARNOLD-ForSTER, Esq., M.P. 
H. T, ANSTRUTHER, Esq., M.P. 
WILLIAM HAYES FISHER, Esq., M.P. 
Vice-Admiral Lord W. T. KERR, K.C.B. 
. Rear-Admiral A. L. DoUGLAS. 
Lords of the Admiralty—) Rear. Admiral A. K. WiLson, V.C., C.B. 
Capt. A. W. Moore, C.B., C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Office-——Viscount CRANBORNE, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Office —Ret. Hon. Jesse CoLuinGs, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Coleniai Office —Rt. Hon. Earl of ONSLOW, G.C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Office——Rt. Hon. Earl of HARDWICKE. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Office Rt. Hon. Lord RAGLAN. 
Parliamentai y Secretary to the Board of Trade Rt. Hon. Earl of DUDLEY, 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board——J. GRANT LAwson, Esq., M.P. 
Financial Secretary, War Office——Lord STANLEY, M.P. 
Attorney-General——Sir R. B. FINLAy, K.C., M.P. 
Solieitor-General——Rt. Hon. KE. CArson K.C., M.P. 








Lords of the T reasury—{ 





















HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE -—(Cont.) 


OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 





Judge Advocate-General 
and Admiralty Division. 


Lord Chamberlain tt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON. 

Vice-Chamberlain Sir A. ACLAND-Hoop, Bt., M.P. 

Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of PEMBROKE AND MONTGOMERY, G.C. V.O. 
Master of the Horse——His Grace the Duke of PoRTLAND, K.G., G.C.V.Q. 
Paymaster-General His Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 

Comptroller of the Household Viscount VALENTIA, M.P. 

Treasurer of the Household Victor C. W. CAVENDISH, Esq., M.P. 

Master of the Buckhounds tt. Hon. Lord CHESHAM. 

Captain Yeomen of the Guard Rt. Hon. Earl WALDEGRAVE. 

General Rt. Hon. Viscount Bripport, G.C.B (permanent). 


























| 
| Rt. Hon. Earl of KIntoRE, G.C.M.G. 
| Rt. Hon. Earl of DENBIGH. 
Lords-in- Waiting + Rt Hon. Lord HArris, G.C.S.1L, G.C.LE. 
| Rt. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 
| Rt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON. 
{| Rt. Hon. Lord BAGoT. 


SCOTLAND. 
Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal 
Lord Justice-General tt. Hon. J. B. BALFour. 
Lord Advocate tt. Hon. A. GRAHAM Murray, K.C., M.P. 
Lord Justice Clerk- Rt. Hon. Lord Kinspurau, C.B. 
Lord Clerk Register——His Grace the Duke of Montrose, K.'T. 
Lord High Commissioner Rt. Hon. Earl of LEVEN AND MELVILLE. 
Solicitor-General CHARLES Scorr Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 


IRELAND. 


Lord Lieutenant Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor — Rt. Hon. Lord AsHBoURNE. 

Chief Secretary——Rt. Hon. GEorGge WyNDHAM, M.P. 

Under Secretary Rt. Hon. Sir DAvip HARnKL, K.C.B., K.C.V.O. 

Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction President : The Rt. Hon. the Cuier 
SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President: Rt. Hon. HORACE PLUNKETT. 

Attorney-General Rt. Hon. J. ATKINSON, K.C., M.P. 

Svlicitor-General——GEo. WRIGHT, Esq. 


‘ YO i A ‘<) YRVOomy A] ‘VITO A t 
PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 

Chairman of Committees tt. Hon. Earl of MorLEY. 

Clerk of Parliaments Henry J. L. GRAHAM, Esq., C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant)——Hon. E. P. THEsiGEr, C.B. 

Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees —-EpwArD HALL ALDERSON. Esq. 

Counsel to the Chairman of Committees—-ALBERT GRAY, Esq. 

Chief Clerk and Clerk of Public Bills R. W. Monro, Esq 

Senior Clerks 
Peers’ Printed Paper Office——A. HARRISON, Esq. 

Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs 
TAY OR, Esq. 

Clerk of t2 Journals——W. A. LEIGH, Esq. 

Principal Clerk of Private Committees——J. F, Symons JEUNE, Esq. 

Other Clerks F. SKENE, Esq. ; W. H. HAMILTON GorDON, Esq. ; C. L. ANSTRUTINY, Esq. 
(Clerk attending the Table); Hon. A. MCDoNNELL; A. H. Ropinson, Esq. (Clerk of 
Private Bills); H. P. St. JoHN, Esq. ; V. M. Brpputpen, Esq. ; Hon. E. A. STONOR ; 
H. J. F. BADELEY, Esq. ; C. HEADLAM, Esq. ; J. B. HOTHAM, Esq. 

Accountant——G. FULKES, Esq. 

Copyist——Mr. T. A. CuurT ; Assistant Copyist Mr. H. P. Norris. 

Messengers Messrs. A. A. WorFELL, C. E. Cuizuett, A. N. SToLu. J. W. F. Locke, 
J. MCMILLAN, G. BENNETT, G. T. PHILIN. 

Librarian——S. ARTHUR STRONG, Esq. 

Assistant Librarian—— A. H. M. BUTLER, Esq. 

Messenger——Mr. W. WoRFELL. 

Examiners for Standing Orders——C. W. CAMPION, Esq. ; J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. ; Clerk 
—B. H. FELL, Esq. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod——Gen. Sir Michael A. 8S. BippuLpPn, G.C.B. 

Yeoman Usher— Captain T. D. BuTLER. 

Serjeant-at-Arms 4t.-Col. Rt. Hon. Sir FLEETWoop I. Epwarps, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 





tt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 

































































Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. HAnp, Esq. 
Resi ‘ent Superintendent——J. K. WILLLAMs, Esq. 





Rt. Hon. Sir F. H. Jeune, K.C.B., President Probate, Divoree, 
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HIS MAJESTY'S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE.—(Cont.) 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS.—(Conzt.) 


Shorthand Writer——W. H GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers——Messrs. W. CHANDLER, i. Fox, F. HOLMAN. 

First Class Assistants Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE. 

Second Class Assistants Messrs. B. GALLOP, H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. Storr. 

Third Class Assistants Messrs. J. WooLAcotr, A. A. EpNry, J. F. BAUM. 

Messengers Messrs. A. J. SOLMAN, J. B. ForsyruH, C. CHAPMAN, W. PaIL.ips, 
W. W. MEATES. ; 

Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms——Mr. W. Caspon. B 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords Mr. T. KENDRICK. 

Clerk of the Works, Houses of Parliament Mr. C. J. WILLIAMS. 























Resident Engineer a oes ‘ ——Mr. A. P. PATEY. 
PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 





Clerk of the House of Commons——Vacant. \ 
Clerk-Assistant FRANCIS B. G. JENKINSON, Esq., C.B. ; 
Second Clerk-Assistant——ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Principal Clerks 
Public Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees W. GIBBONS, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals W. H. Ley, Esq. 
Committee Office——R. DICKINSON, Esq. 
Private Bill Office——J. H. W. SOMERSET, Esq. 

Senior Clerks —F. St. GkeORGE Tupper, Esq. ; H. C. Tower, Esq. ; C. V. Frere, Esq. ; 
L. T. LE MARCHANT, Esq.; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq. ; Sir E. H. DoyLe, Bart. 

Assistant Clerks S. L. SIMEON, Esq. ; ARTHUR I. DASENT, Esq. ; E. C. HOWE BROWNE, 
Esq.; HorACE West, Esq.; HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq.; ARTHUR H. ELLIS, Esq. ; 
Percy A. BULL, Esq.; F. R. WinLtiAMS Wynn, Esq.; W. E. GREY, Esq.; F. C. 
HOLLAND, Esq. ; J. W. G. Bonb, Esq. ; T. L. WEBSTER, Esq. 

Junior Clerks— ki C. DAwkrns, Esq.; A. F. B. WILLIAMS, Esq.; R. P. CoLoms, Esq. ; 
B. H. FELL, Esq.; R. E. CHILDERS, Esq. ; J. ScorT Porter, Esq. ; F.C. BRAMWELL, Esq. ; 
W.T. LEGGE, Esq.; C. R. TURNER, Esq.; W. K. GIBBONS, Esq.; A. E. A. W. SMYTH, Esq ; 
K. J. C. Moorsom, Esq. 

Collectors of Fees on Private Bills C. L. LockTon, Esq. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Office Clerk in Committee Office——Mr. T. FIELDEN MITCHELL. 

Office Clerk in Journal Otfice——Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. 

Messengers Messrs. J. J. SHELVEY, C. DAVIE, W. QUANTRILL, H. JONEs, G. D. WELLER, 
J. ARMSTRONG, J. WOODWARD, J. Ivory, G. NORMAN. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Deputy Serjeant——F. R. Gosset, Esq. 

Assistant Serjeant——W. H. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Doorkeepers Mr. W. WILSON, Mr. M. INGLEFIELD. 

Office Messenger——Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Messengers (Ist Class) Mr. H. HAMBLING, Mr. C. WoopcrAFtT, Mr. R. RoBERTSON, Mr. 
J. Hitis, Mr. J. SPRAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. SprRAy, Mr. G. Tyr, Mr. R. 
Hossy, Mr. G. ANsTEY, Mr. J. H. Day. 

Messengers (2nd Class) Messrs. J. HENDERSON, G. WAINWRIGHT, J. GUYATT, R. TURTLE, 
A. HASKELL, A. C. JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON, H. E. LININGTON. 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room——Mnr. J. F. HENLEY; Assistant —-Mr. W. 
BROADBENT ; Porters Messrs. J. ORAM, T. MARTIN. 

Postmaster——Mr. EDMUND W. PIKE; Hall Keeper Mr, J. GLYNN. 

Office Keeper——Mr. W. HARVEY. 

Chaplain to the House Rev. Archdeacon BASIL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker——EDWARD GULLY, Esq. 

Counsel to the Speaker——Hon. Sir E. CHANDOs LEIGH, K.C., K.C.B. 



























































Trainbearer Mr. J. FRENCH. 
Messenger——Mr. W. MURRELL. 


Referee of Private Billsh——ALFRED BONHAM CARTER, Esq., C.B. 

Examiners of Private Bills C. W. CAMPION, Esq., J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. 

Taxing Master C. W. CAMPION, Esq. ; Clerk B. H. FELL, Esq. 

Librarian——R. C. WALPOLF, Esq. ; Assistant Librarian E. G. Hanver, Esq. ; Clerks in 
Library——Messrs. J. R. Crimp, WM. STEWART; Messengers Messrs. A. FIRMIN, 
W. HAGUE. 

Vote Office—— 
Chief Clerk——H. A. M. KILLick, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks——PHILIP SMITH, Esq., H. OTWAY MAYNE, Esy 























Messenger Mr. JOHN EDWARDS. 
Printers——- 
Journals——G,. E. BRISCOE EyRrE, Esq. 


Votes——J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. 
‘hief Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons——Mr, SCANTLEBURY, 

























AN ALPHABETICAL LIST 





OF THE 


LORDS SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL 


IN THE 
THIRD SESSION OF THE TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT 


OF 


THE UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND. 


347 
466 


396 


569 
576 
597 





1 & 2 EDWARD VII. 1902. 


Note.—The Figures in the Margin refer to the corresponding Figures on the Roll. 








Amherst, William Archer Earl 


/ eS Amherst of Hackney, William 
Abercorn, James Marquess of. (Duke dee Tad 


, 489 Ampthill, Arthur Oliver Villiers 
Abercromby, George Ralph Lord Lord 
193 Ancaster, Gilbert Henry Earl of 
43 Anglesey, Henry Cyril Marquess of 


J «J 


ot 


Aberdare, Henry Campbell Lord 
Abergavenny, William Marquess of 
pee Side Mil al 438 Annaly, Luke Lord 

a ee 1 tak Annesley, Hugh Earl. (lected for 


Abinger, James Yorke MacGregor Ireland) 

Lord 484 Ardilaun, Arthur Edward Lord 
Acton, John Emerich Edward Lord} 3} Argyll, John Douglas Sutherland 
Addington, Egerton Lord Duke of 
Ailesbury, Henry Augustus Mar- | 280 Arundell of Wardour, John Francis 

quess of Lord 
Ailsa, Archibald Marquess of 510 Ashbourne, Edward Lord 


Albany, His Royal Highness 98 Ashburnham, Bertram Earl of 
Leopold Charles Edward George | 398 Ashburton, Francis Denzil Edward 


Albert Duke of Lord 
Albemarle, Arnold Allan Cecil Earl | 544 Ashcombe, George Lord 

of 563 Ashton, James Lord 
Aldenham, Henry Hucks Lord 323 Auckland, William Morton Lord 
Alington, Henry Gerard Lord 593 Avebury, John Lord 





Alverstone, Richard Everard Lord | 92 Aylesford,Charles Wightwick Earl of 
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110 
552 
150 
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17 


293 


488 
149 


588 


446 
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| 319 
(Earl of 273 





Bagot, William Lord 
Balinhard, James Lord. 


Southesk) ? 
Balfour of Burley, Alexander Hugh 51 

Lord. (Elected for Scotland) | 226 
3andon, James Francis Earl of 46 


(Elected for Ireland) 


Bangor, Henry William Crosbie | $28 
Viscount. (lected for Ireland) 
Barnard, Henry de Vere Lord 101 
Basing, George Limbrey Lord 434 
3ateman, William Spencer Lord 
Bath, Thomas Henry Marquess of | 146 
Bath and Wells, George Wyndham | 
Bishop of | 102 
3athurst, Seymour Henry Earl 
Battersea, Cyril Lord | 564 
3eauchamp, William Earl 522 
39 


Beaufort, Henry Adelbert Welling- 
ton Fitzroy Duke of 284 
Bedford, Herbrand Arthur Duke of | 
Belhaven and Stenton, Alexander 
Charles Lord (Elected for Scotland) | 
Belmore, Somerset Richard Earl of } 


(Elected jor Trelund) | 184 
3elper, Henry Lord | 329 
Berkeley, Randal Mowbray Thomas 1 


Karl of 
Berwick, Richard Henry Lord 
Blythswood, Archibald Campbell! 49 
Lord 269 
Bolingbroke and St. John, ——— 


Viscount 160 
3olton, William Thomas Lord 5 
Al ) 
Boston, George Florance Lord 
“f »») 
3otreaux, Charles Edward Hastings | ~~” 
Lord. (Karl of Loudoun) 406 
Bowes, Claude Lord. (Earl of |. 
Strathmore and Kinghorn) 316 
Boyle, Richard Edmund St. Law-| _ 
rence Lord. (Karl of Cori: and| * 
Orrery) 254 
Brabourne, Edward Lord 117 
Bradford, George Cecil Orlando 
Earl of 85 


3rampton, Henry Lord 

Brancepeth, Gustavus Russell Lord. | 194 
(Viscount Boyne) 346 

3randon, Alfred Douglas Duke of 


LIST OF THE 





Brassey, Thomas Lord 

’ 

Braybrooke, Charles Cornwallis Lord 

Braye, Alfred Thomas Townshend 
Lord 

Breadalbane, Gavin Marquess of 

Bridport, Alexander Nelson Viscount 

Bristol, Frederick William 
Marquess of 

Brodrick, William Lord. 
Midleton) 

Brooke, Francis Richard Charles Guy 
Earl, and Earl of Warwick 

3rougham and Vaux, Henry Charles 
Lord 

3rownlow, Adelbert 
Brownlow Earl 


John 


(Viscount 


Wellington 


3uckinghamshire, Sidney Carr Earl] 
of 

Burghclere, Herbert Coulstoun Lord 

3urton, Michael Arthur Lord 

Bute, John Marquess of 

Byron, George Fredk. William Lord 


Cadogan, George Henry Ear! 
Cairns, Herbert John Earl 


Calthorpe, Augustus Cholmondeley 
Lord 


Cambridge, His Royal Highness 
George William Frederick 


Charles Duke of 
Camden, John Charles Marquess 
Camoys, Ralph Francis Julian Lord 
A hes) 
Camperdown, Robert Adam Philips 
Haldane Ear! of 
Canterbury, Frederick Archbishop of 
y> 
Canterbury, Henry Charles Viscount 
Carew, Robert Shapland George 
, I 8 
Julian Lord 
Carleton, Richard Henry Lord. 
(Earl of Shannon) 
Carlisle, George James Earl of 
’ 5D 
Carlisle, John Wareing Bishop of 
? o 
Carnarvon, George Edward Stan- 
hope Molyneux Ear! of 
Carnwath, Robert Harris Carnwath 
farl of. (Elected for Scotland) 
Carrington, Charles Robert Earl 
D> ’ 
Carysfert, William Lord. (Earl of 
Carysfort) 
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LORDS SPIRITUAL 
Castlemaine, Albert Edward Lord. 
(Elected for Irelund) 
Castletown, Bernard 

Barnaby Lord 
Cathcart, Alan Frederick Earl 
Archibald 


edward | 


Cawdor, Frederick 
Vaughan Earl | 

Chaworth, Reginald Lord. (Havl of | 
Meath) 

Chelmsford, 
Lord 

Chesham, Charles Compton William: 
Lord 


Chester, Francis John Bishop of 


Frederic Augustus 


Chesterfield, Edwyn Francis Earl of ? 


Cheylesmore, William Meriton Lord 
Chichester, Walter John Ear! of 
Chichester, Ernest Roland Bishop of 
Cholmondeley, George Henry Hugh 
Marquess of 
Churchill, Victor 
Charles Lord 
Churston, John Lord 
Clancarty, William Frederick Vis- 
count. (Larl of Clancarty) 
Clanwilliam, Richard James Lord. 


(Earl of Clanwilliam) 


Albert Francis 


Clarendon, Edward Hyde Earl 
of. (Lord Chamberlain of the 
Household) 

Clements, Charles Lord. 
Leitrim) 

Clifford of Chudleigh, Lewis Henry 
Hugh Lord 

Clinton, Charles Henry Rolle Lord 

Clonbrock, Luke Gerald Lord. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Cloncurry, Valentine Frederick Lord 


(Earl of | 


Cobham, Charles George Viscount 

Colchester, Reginald Charles Edward 
Lord 

Coleridge, Bernard John Seymour 


Lord 


Colville of Culross, Charles John | 
Lord 


Combermere, Francis Lynch Wel- 
lington Viscount 


Congleton, Henry Lord 
Strathearn 





Connaught and His 


Royal Highness Arthur William 
Patrick Albert Duke of 
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341 
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26 
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90 
179 


560 


190 


261 
394 


AND TEMPORAL. 


Connemara, Robert Lord 

Cottenham, Kenelm Charles Edward 
farl of 

Cottesloe, Thomas Francis Lord 

Coventry, George William Earl of 

Cowley, Henry Arthur Mornington 
Earl 

Cowper, Francis Thomas de Grey 
Earl 

Cranbrook, Gathorne Earl of 

Cranworth, Robert Thornhaugh Lord 

Craven, William Robert 
Earl of 

Crawshaw, Thomas Lord 

Crewe, Robert Offley Ashburton 
Earl of 

Crofton, Edward Henry Churchill 
Lord. (Elected for Ireland) 

Cromer, Evelyn Earl of 


George 


Cross, Richard Assheton Viscount 

Cumberland and Teviotdale, His 
Royal Highness Ernest Augustus 
William Adolphus George Fredk. 
Duke of 

Currie, Philip Henry Wodehouse 
Lord 


D 


Dartmouth, William Heneage Ear! of 

Dartrey, Vesey Earl of 

Davey, Horace Lord. (4 Lord of 
Appeal in Ordinary) 

Dawnay, Hugh Richard Lord. (Vis- 
count Downe) 

de Clifford, Jack Southwell Lord 

De Freyne, Arthur Lord 

De La Warr, Gilbert Geo. Reginald 
Karl 

De L'Isle and Dudley, Philip Lord 

De Mauley, William Ashley Webb 
Lord 

de Montalt, Cornwallis Earl 

De Ramsey, William Henry Lord 

de Ros, Dudley Charles Lord 


De Saumarez, James St. Vincent 
Lord 


de Vesci, John Robert William 
Lord. (Viscount de Vesci) 


Delamere, Hugh Lord 
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303 
306 
71 


281 
472 
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549 
389 


454 
162 
238 


427 
164 


196 
151 
420 


348 


171 


ALPHABETICAL LIST OF THE 


Denbigh, Rudolph Robert Basil | 514 


Aloysius Augustine Ear] of | 947 
Denman, Thomas Lord | 469 
Deramore, Robert Wilfrid Lord 351 
Derby, Frederick Arthur Earl of 234 


Derwent, Harcourt Lord | 69 
Devon, Henry Hugh Earl of | 

18 Devonshire, Spencer Compton | 464 
Duke of. (Lord President of the 

Council) 40 
Digby, Edward Henry Trafalgar | 





Lord 917 
Dinevor, Arthur de Cardonnel Lord | ~ 
Doncaster, William Henry Walter | 

Earl of. (Duke of Buccleuch and 

Queensberry) 

Dormer, Ronald John Lord 575 
Douglas, Charles Alexander Lord. 

(Earl of Home) 201 
Drogheda, Ponsonby William Earl 

of. (Elected for Ireland) 204 
Ducie, Henry John Earl of | 
Dudley, William Humble Ear! of 582 


Dufferin and Ava, Frederick Temple | 554 
Marquess of 

Dunalley, Henry O’Callaghan Lord. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Dunboyne, Robert Si. John Fitz- 
Walter Lord. (Elected for Ireland) | 180 


Dundonald, Douglas Mackinnon | 537 
Baillie Hamilton Earl of. (Elected 

for Scotland) 30 

Dunleath, Henry Lyle Lord ied 

Dunmore, Charles Adolphus Lord. | site 
(Earl of Dunmore) 

29. 

Dunning, John Lord. (Lord Rollo) | 32v 

Durham, John George Ear] of 437 
Durham, Brooke Foss Bishop of 

E | 103 

Ebury, Robert Wellesley Lord | 305 


Effingham, Henry Alexander Gordon | 288 
Ear! of 


Egerton, Wilbraham Ear] | 371 
Eldon, John Earl of 116 


Elgin, Victor Alexander Lord. (Earl | 360 
of Elgin and Kincardine) 
Charles = Towry | 


Ellenborough, 


Hamilton Lord 216 
Ellesmere, Francis Charles Granville | 


Earl of 


Elphinstone, Sidney Herbert Lord 

Ely, Alwyne Bishop of 

Emly, Thomas William Gaston Lord 

Erskine, William Macnaghten Lord 

Esher, Reginald Baliol Viscount 

Essex, George Devereux de Vere 
Earl of 

Ettrick, William John George Lord. 
(Lord Napier) 

Exeter, William Thomas Brownlow 
Marquess of 


Exmouth, Edward Addington Har- 
greaves Viscount 


F 


Fairlie, David 
rlasgow) 
Falkland, Byron Plantagenet Vis- 
count. (lected for Scotland) 
Falmouth, Evelyn Edward Thomas 

Viscount 
Farquhar, Horace Brand Lord 


(Earl of 


Lord. 


Farrer, Thomas Cecil Lord 

Fermanagh, John Henry Lord. 
(Earl Erne) 

Ferrers, Sewallis Edward Ear] 

Feversham, William Ernest Earl of 

Field, William Ventris Lord 

Fife, Alexander William George 
Duke of 

Fingall, Arthur James Francis Lord. 
(Earl of Fingall) 

Fisherwick, Geo. Augustus Hamilton 
Lord. (Marquess of Donegall) 

Fitzhardinge, Charles Paget Fitz- 
hardinge Lord 

Fitzwilliam, William Thomas Spencer 
Karl 

Foley, Henry Thomas Lord 

Forbes, Horace Courtenay Gammell 
Lord. (Elected for Scotland) 

Forester, Cecil Theodore Lord 

Fortescue, Hugh Ear] 

Foxford, William Henry Edmond 
de Vere Sheaffe Lord. (Harl of 
Limerick) 

Frankfort de Montmorency, Ray- 
mond Harvey Viscount. (lected 
for Ireland) 
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LORDS SPIRITUAL 
G [ 228 
Gage, Henry Charles Lord. (V7s- 471 
count Gage) 
Gainsborough, Charles William 223 
Francis Ear] of 105 
Gardner, Lord | 
Gerard, William Cansfield Lord | 456 
Gifford, Edric Frederic Lord | : 
Glanusk, Joseph Russell Lord _ 
Glenesk, Algernon Lord | cite 
99 


Gloucester, Charles John Bishop of | 


Gordon, John Campbell Viscount. | 36 9 
(Earl of Aberdeen) 


Gormanston, Jenico William Joseph | 
Lord. (V ‘iscount Gormanston) 


. , 44 
Goschen, George Joachim Viscount | 
Gough, Hugh Viscount 


| 141 


Duke of 


Douglas Beresford Malise | 919 
(Duke of Montrose) 


ie) 
Grafton, Augustus Charles Lennox | 399 
| 


Graham, 
Ronald Ear I. 


Granard, Bernard Arthur William 
Patrick Hastings Lord. (Earl of | 304 
Granard) nh 

. 556 

Grantley, John Richard Brinsley 
Lord 295 

Granville, Granville George Earl 340 

Greville, Algernon William Fulke 
Lord 570 

Grey, Albert Henry George Ear] 200 

Grey de Ruthyn, Rawdon George | 257 
Grey Lord 502 

Grimthorpe, Edmund Lord — 

516 

Grinstead, Lowry Egerton Lord | 32 


(Earl of Enniskillen) 


Guilford, Frederick George Earl of | 379 
Gwydir, Peter Robert Lord 229 
517 

sis 111 


Haddington, George Earl of. (Elected 
Sor Scotland) 


Haldon, Lawrence Hesketh Lord 518 
Haliburton, Arthur Lawrence Lord | 99° 
Halifax, Charles Lindley Viscount 15 


197 Halsbury, Hardinge Stanley 207 
Earl of. (Lord High Chancellor) | 356 


Hamilton of Dalzell, Gavin George 
Lord 494 





AND 





TEMPORAL. xiii 
Hampden, Henry Robert Viscount 
Hampton, Herbert Perrott Murray 
Lord 
Hardinge, Henry Charles Viscount 
Hardwicke, Albert Edward Philip 
Henry Earl of 
Hare, William 
Listowel) 
Harewood, Henry Ulick Earl of 
Harlech, William Richard Lord 
Harrington, Charles Augustus Earl 
of 


Lord. (Karl of 


Harris, George Robert Canning Lord 

Harrowby, John Herbert 
Earl of 

Hartismere, John Major Lord. (Lord 
Henniker) 

Hastings, George Manners Lord 


Dudley 


Hatherton, Edward George Perey 
Lord 

Hawarden, Cornwallis Viscount. 
(Elected for Ireland) (In another 
place as Earl de Montalt) 


Hawke, Martin Bladen Lord 

Hawkesbury, Cecil George Savile 
Lord 

(Earl of Kinnoul) 
Mark 


Hay, George Lord. 

Headley, Charles 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Heneage, Edward Lord 

Hereford, Robert Viscount 

Hereford, John Bishop of 

Herries, Marmaduke Francis Lord 


Lord. 


Herschell, Richard Farrer Lord 

Hertford, Hugh de Grey Marquess 
of 

Heytesbury, William Frederick Lord 

Hill, Rowland Richard Viscount 

Hillingdon, Charles William Lord 


Hillsborough, Arthur Wills John 
Wellington Trumbull Blundell 


Earl of. (Marquess of Downshire) 
Hindlip, Charles Lord 
Hobhouse, Arthur Lord 
Holm Patrick, Hans Wellesley Lord 
Hood, Francis Wheler Viscount 
Hopetoun, John Adrian Louis Lord- 
(Earl of Hopetoun) 
Hothfield, Henry James Lord 
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106 
335 


541 
387 


424 


ALPHABETICAL LIST OF 


Howard of Glossop, Francis Edward 
Lord 

Howard de Walden, Thomas Evelyn | 
Lord 

Howe, George Richard Penn Ear] 

Howth, William Ulick Tristram 
Lord. (Earl of Howth) 

Huntingdon, Warner Francis John 
Plantagenet Earl of 


383 


155 


Hutchinson, Richard Walter John | 585 


Viscount. (Hurl of Donoughmore) 


Hylton, Hylton George Hylton Lord | 2: 


| 
| 
| 
! 
| 
| 
| 


I 
Iddesleigh, Walter Stafford Earl | 485 
of 
Ilchester, Henry Edward Earl of 122 
Inchiquin, Lucius William Lord. 
(Elected for Irelund) 
342 
Innes, Henry John Earl. (Duke : 
of Roxburghe) 33 
Inverclyde, George Arbuthnot Lord ~ 
Iveagh, Edward Cecil Lord 186 
| 84 
J 
453 
James, Henry Lord 431 
Jersey, Victor Albert George Earl 16 
ot 
168 
K 112 
mn | 206 
Kelvin, William Lord 
Kenlis, Geoffrey Thomas Lord.| 86 
(Marquess of Headfort) 
Kenmare, Valentine Augustus Lord. | 161 
(Earl of Kenmure) 253 
Kenry, Windham Thomas Lord. | 332 
(Earl of Dunraven and Mount-Earl) | 9 45 
Kensington, Hugh Lord 594 
Kenyon, Lloyd Lord 
Ker, Robert Schomberg Lord. | 64 
(Marquess of Lothian) 
Kesteven, John Henry Lord 509 
Killanin, Martin Henry Lord. (In| °!4 
another place as Lord Morris) 233 
Kilmaine, Francis William Lord. | 242 
| 550 


(Elected for Ireland) 


THE 


Kilmarnock, Charles Gore Lord. 
(Earl of Erroll) 

Kilmorey, Francis Charles Earl of 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Kimberley, John Earl of 

Kinnaird, Arthur Fitz-Gerald Lord 

Kinnear, Alexander Smith Lord 

Kintore, Algern. Hawkins Thomond 
Lord. (Karl of Kintore) 

Kitchener of Khartoum, Horatio 
Herbert Lord 

Knutsford, Henry Thurstan Viscount 


L 


Lamington, Charles Wallace Alex- 
ander Napier Lord ° 
Vansittart 
(Elected for 


Lanesborough, John 
Danvers Earl of. 
Ireland) 

Langford, Hercules Edward Lord. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Lansdowne, Henry Charles Keith 
Marquess of 

Lathom, Edward George Ear! of 

Lauderdale, Frederick Henry Earl 
of. (Elected for Scotland) 

Lawrence, John Hamilton Lord 

Leconfield, Charles Henry Lord 

Leeds, George Godolphin Duke of 

Leicester, Thomas William Earl of 

Leigh, William Henry Lord 

Leinster, Maurice Viscount. 
of Leinster) 

Leven and Melville, Ronald Ruthven 
Earl of. (Elected for Scotland) 

Lichfield, Thomas Francis Earl of 

Lichfield, Augustus Bishop of 

Lilford, John Lord 

Lincoln, Edward Bishop of 

Lindley, Nathaniel Lord. 
of Appeal in Ordinary) 

Lindsey, Montague Peregrine Albe- 
marle Earl of 

Lingen, Ralph Robert Wheeler Lord 


(Duke 


(A Lord 


Lister, Joseph Lord 

Llandaff, Henry Viscount 
Llandaff, Richard Bishop of 
Llangattock, John Allan Lord 
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LORDS SPIRITUAL 
Loch, Edward Douglas Lord 
Loftus, John Henry Lord. 
quess of Ely) 
Londesborough, 
Henry Ear! of 


(Mar- 
William Francis 


London, Arthur Foley Bishop of 
Lonsdale, Hugh Cecil Earl of 
Lovat, Simon Joseph Lord 
Lovelace, Ralph Gordon Earl of 
Lovel and Holland, Augustus Arthur 


Lord. (LHarl of Egnwnt) 
Lucan, George Earl of. (Elected for 
Ireland) 


Ludlow, Henry Ludlow Lord 

Lurgan, William Lord 

Lytton, Victor Alexander George 
Robert Earl of 

Lyveden, Courtenay Robert Percy 
Lord 


M 


Macclesfield, George 
William Henry Ear] of 


Macnaghten, Edward Lord. (4 
Lord of Appeal ity Ordinary) 


Loveden 


Magheramorne, James Douglas Lord 


Maleolm of Poltalloch, John Wing- | 5 


field Lord 


Malmesbury, James Edward Earl of | : 


Manchester, William Angus Drogo 
Duke of 


Manchester, James Bishop of 


Manners of Haddon, Henry John 
Brinsley Lord.  (Murquess of 
Granby) 

Manners, John Thomas Lord 

Mansfield, William David Earl of 

Manvers, Charles William Sydney 
Ear] 

Mar, John Francis Erskine Ear] of 
(Elected for Scotland) 

Mar and Kellie, Walter John Francis 
Earl of. (Elected for Scotland) 
Marlborough, Charles Richd. John 

Duke of 
Masham, Samuel Lord 


Massy, John Thomas William Lord. 
(Elected for Ireland) 








123 


440 


410 
296 


598 


365 


143 
442 


148 
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TEMPORAL. XV 


Mayo, Dermot Robert Wyndham 
Karl of. (Elected for Ireland) 


Meldrum, Charles Lord. (Murquess 
of Huntly) 

Melville, Henry Viscount 

Mendip, Thomas Charles Lord. 


(Viscount Clifden) 


Meredyth, James Herbert Gustavus 
Meredyth Lord. (Lord Athlumney) 


Methuen, Paul Sanford Lord 


Middleton, Digby Wentworth 
Bayard Lord 

Milner, Alfred Lord 

Minster, Victor George Henry 
Francis Lord. (Marquess Conyng- 
ham) 


Minto, Gilbert John Earl of 


Monck, Henry Power CharlesStanley 
Lord. (Viscount Monck) 


Monckton, George Edmund Milnes 
Lord. (Viscount Galway) 


Moncreiff, Henry James Lord 
Monk Bretton, John William Lord 
Monkswell, Robert Lord 


Monson, Augustus Debonnaire John 
Lord 


Montagu of Beaulieu, Henry John 
Lord 


Monteagle, John Thomas Lord 
(Marquess of Sligo) 
Monteagle of Brandon, Thomas 


Spring Lord 
Morley, Albert Edmund Earl of 
Morton, Sholto George Watson Earl 
of. (Elected for Scotland) 
Mostyn, Llewelyn Nevill Vaughan 


Lord 


Mount Edgeumbe, William Henry 
Earl of 
Mount Stephen, George Lord 


Mowbray, Charles Botolph Joseph 
Lord 

Muncaster, Josslyn Francis Lord 

Munster, Geoffrey George Gordon 
Earl of 


Muskerry, Hamilton Matthew Fitz- 
maurice Lord. (Elected for 


Ireland) 
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ALPHABETICAL 

N 445 
Napier, Robert William Lord 
Nelson, Horatio Earl 


2 

Newcastle, Henry Pelham Archibald | 278 
Douglas Duke of | 567 
Newcastle, Edgar Bishop of | 551 
Newlands, William Wallace Lord | 378 


Newton, Thomas Wodehouse Lord | 390 





Norfolk, Henry Duke of. (Earl 
Marshal of England) 298 
Normanby, Constantine Charles | 
Henry Marquess of | 99 
North, William Henry John Lord | 
Northampton, William George 227 
Spencer Scott Marquess of | 
Northbourne, Walter Henry Lord | ee 
Northbrook, Thomas George Earl of | a“ 
Northcote, Henry Stafford Lord 208 
Northesk, David John Carnegie Earl | _., 
of, (Elected for Scotland) 503 
Northington, Frederick Lord. (Lord 
Henley) 134 
Northumberland, Henry George 
Duke of 
Norton, Charles Bowyer Lord 
Norwich, John Bishop of 108 
423 
O ed 
O’Brien, Peter Lord 473 
O’Hagan, Maurice Herbert Ignatius | 376 
Towneley Lord 
O’Neill, Edward Lord 459 
Onslow, William Hillier Earl of 





Orford, Robert Horace Ear] of | 566 
Oriel, Clotworthy John Eyre Lord. | 1g] 

(Viscount Mussereene) 379 
Ormathwaite, Arthur Lord iii 
Ormonde, James Edward William | _- ‘ 

Theobald Lord. (Marquess of | ti 
Ormonde) | 506 
Overtoun, John Campbell Lord | 333 
Oxenfoord, John Lord. (Earl of| 12 

Stair) 236 
49 





Fe | 
Pauncefote, Julian Lord | 244 
Peel, Arthur Wellesley Viscount | 198 
Montgomery, | 591 
Sidney Earl of. (Lord Steward of 
the Household) | 


LIST OF THE 


Penrhyn, George Sholto Gordon 
Lord 


Peterborough, Edward Carr Bishopof 
Petre, Bernard Henry Philip Lord 
Pirbright, Henry Lord 

Playfair, George James Lord 
Plunket, William Lee Lord 


Poltimore, Augustus Frederick 
George Warwick Lord 


Ponsonby, Walter William Brabazon 
Lord. (Earl of Bessborough) 


Portland, William John Arthur 
Charles James Duke of 

Portman, William Henry Berkeley 
Viscount 

Portsmouth, Newton Earl of 

Poulett, —__——_-_——_ Earl 

Powerscourt, Mervyn Edward Vis- 
count. (Llected for Ireland) 

Powerscourt, Mervyn Edward Lord. 
(In another place as Viscount 
Powerscourt) 


Powis, George Charles Earl of 


R 

Radnor, Jacob Earl of 

Raglan, George Fitz-Roy Henry 
Lord 

Ramsay, Arthur George 
Lord. (Karl of Dalhousie) 

Ranfurly, Uchter John Mark Lord. 
(Earl of Lanfurly) 

Rathdonnell, Thomas Kane Lord. 
(Elected for Irelund) 

Rathmore, David Robert Lord 

Ravensworth, Henry George Earl of 

Rayleigh, John William Lord 

Reay, Donald James Lord 

Rendel, Stuart Lord 

Revelstoke, John Lord 

Ribblesdale, Thomas Lord 

Richmond, Charles Henry Duke of 

Ridley, Matthew White Viscount 

Ripon, George Frederick Samuel 
Marquess of 

Ripon, William Boyd Bishop of 

Roberts, Frederick Sleigh Earl 

Robertson, James Patrick Banner- 
man Lord. (A Lord of Appeal in 
Ordinary) 


Maule 
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258 

311 Rodney, George Bridges Harley 
Dennett Lord 

439 Romilly, John Gaspard Le Marchant 
Lord 

131 Romney, Charles Earl of 

542 Rookwood, Henry John Lord 

380 Rosebery, Archibald Philip Lord. 

(Earl of Rosebery) 

572 Rosmead, Hercules Arthur Temple 
Lord 

136 Rosse, Lawrence Earl of. (Elected 
Sor Ireland) 

128 Rosslyn, James Francis Harry Earl 
of 

405 Rossmore, Derrick Warner William | ; 
Lord 

505 Rothschild, Nathaniel Mayer Lord 

487 Rowton, Montagu William Lord 

177 Russell, John Francis Stanley Earl 


20 Rutland, John James Robert Duke 
of 


S 


Sackville, Lionel Sackville Lord 


15 St. Albans, Charles Victor Albert 
Aubrey De Vere Duke of 


LORDS SPIRITUAL 
Rochester, Edward Stuart Bishop of | 536 Savile, John Savile Lord 











251 St. Albans, John Wogan Bishop of 

250 St. Asaph, Alfred George Bishop of | 

147 Saint Germans, Henry Cornwallis | 
Jarl of 

276 St. John of Bletso, Beauchamp 
Moubray Lord 

422 Saint Leonards, Edward Burtenshaw 
Lord 


5 Saint Levan, John Lord 

511 Saint Oswald, Rowland Lord 

211 St. Vincent, Carnegie Parker Vis 

count 

9 & 35 Salisbury, Robert Arthur Talbot 
Marquess of. (Lord Privy Seal) 

Salisbury, John Bishop of 

Saltersford, James George Henry 
Lord. (Karl of Courtown) 

289 Saltoun, Alexander William Fredk. 

Lord. (Elected for Scotland) 
Sandhurst, William Lord 


246 
327 


463 





68 Sandwich, Edward George Henry 
Earl of 
349 Sandys, Augustus Frederick Arthur 
Lord 
VOL. CI. [FouRTH SERIES. ] 
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368 
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374 
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AND TEMPORAL. 





XVii 


Saye and Sele, John Fiennes Lord 


Scarbrough, Aldred Fredk. George 
Beresford Earl of 


Scarsdale, Alfred Nathaniel Holden 
Lord 


Seaton, John Reginald Upton Lord 

Sefton, Osbert Cecil Lord. (Karl of 
Sefton) 

Selborne, William Waldegrave Earl 
of 

Shaftesbury, Anthony Earl of 

Shand, Alexander Burns Lord 

Sheffield, Henry North Lord. (Earl 
of Sheffield) 

Sherborne, Edward Lennox Lord 

Shrewsbury, Charles Henry John 
Earl of 

Shute, Walter Bulkeley Lord. 
(Viscount Barrington) 

Sidmouth, William Wells Viscount 


Silchester, Thomas Lord. (Earl of 
Longford) 
Sinclair, Charles William Lord: 


(Elected for Scotland) 

Somerhill, Hubert George Lord 
(Marquess of Clanricarde) 

Somers, Arthur Herbert Tennyson 
Lord 

Somerset, Algernon Duke of 


Somerton, Sidney James 
’ 
(Earl of Normanton) 


Sondes, George Edward Earl 


Lord. 


Southampton, Charles Henry Lord 
Southwell, George Bishop of 
Spencer, John Poyntz Karl 
Stafford, Fitzherbert Lord 
Stalbridge, Richard de Aquila Lord 
Stamford, William Ear] of 
Stanhope, Arthur Philip Earl 


Stanley of Alderley, Henry Edward 
John Lord 

Stanmore, Arthur Lord 

Stewart of Garlies, Randolph Henry 
Lord. (Earl of Galloway) 

Stradbroke, George Edward John 
Mowbray Earl of 

Strafford, Francis Edmund Cecil 
Earl of 











xviii 
114 Strange, John James Hugh Henry | | 315 
Earl. (Duke of Atholl) | 
580 Strathcona and Mount Royal, | 
Donald Alexander Lord | 
401 Stratheden, Hallyburton George | 
Lord 156 
497 Strathspey, James Lord. (Earl of | 
Seafield) 271 
325 Stuart of Castle Stuart, Francis 
James Lord. (Earl of Moray) | 348 
409 Sudeley, Charles Douglas Richard | 
Lord 302 
500 Sudley, Arthur JocelynCharles Lord. | 
(Earl of Arran) (145 
317 Suffield, Charles Lord | 418 
61 Suffolk and Berkshire, Henry | 
Molyneux Paget Earl of 
28 Sutherland, Cromartie Duke of 
553 Swansea, Ernest Ambrose Lord 1 
97 
- 307 
426 Talbot de Malahide, Richard Wogan | 562 
Lord 559 
91 Tankerville, George Montagu Earl of | 97 
154 Memple of Stowe, William Stephen | 367 
Earl 
392 Templemore, Henry Spencer Lord | 473 
214 Templetown, Henry Edward Mon- | | 272 
tagu Dorington ‘Clotworthy Vis- 
count. (Elected Sor Ireland) 
496 Tennyson, Hallam Lord 436 
377 Tenterden, Charles Stuart Henry 
Lord 120 
282 Teynham, Henry John Philip 
Sidney Lord 29 
525 Thring, Henry Lord 
322 Thurlow, Thomas John Lord es 
477 Tollemache, Wilbraham Frederic 182 
Lord ari 
291 Torphichen, James Walter Lord. 315 
(Elected for Scotland) 
205 Torrington, George Master Viscount | #10 
34 Townshend, John James Dudley | 1 188 
Stuart Marquess 483 
432 Tredegar, Godfrey Charles Lord| 32 
486 Trevor, Arthur William Lord | 939 
252 Truro, John Bishop of bone 
490 Tweeddale, William Montagu Lord. | 66 
(Marquess of Tweeddale) 
495 Tweedmouth, Edward Lord 


| 274 
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Tyrone, Henry De La Poer Lord. 
(Marquess of Waterford) 


V 
Vane, Charles Stewart Earl. (Mar 
quess of Londonderry) 
Vaux of Harrowden, Hubert 


George Charles Lord 

Ventry, Dayrolles Blakeney Lord. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Vernon, George Francis Augustus 
Lord 

Verulam, James Walter Earl of 

Vivian, George Crespigny Brabazon 
Lord 


W 


Wales, His Royal Highness The 
Prince of 
Waldegrave, William Frederick Earl 
Walsingham, Thomas Lord 
Wandsworth, Sydney James Lord 
Welby, Reginald Earle Lord 
Wellington, Arthur Charles Duke of 
Wemyss, Francis Richard Lord. 
(Earl of Wemyss) 
Wenlock, Beilby Lord 
Wentworth, Ralph Gordon Lord. 
(ln another place as Earl of Love- 
lace) 
Westbury, Richard Luttrell Pilking- 
ton Lord 
Westmeath, Anthony Francis Earl 
of. (Elected for Ireland) 
Westminster, Hugh Richard Arthur 
Duke of 
Westmorland, Anthony Mildmay 
Julian Earl of 
Wharncliffe, Francis John Earl of 
Wigan, James Ludovic Lord. 
(Earl of Crawford) 
Willoughby de Broke, Henry Lord 
Wilton, Arthur George Earl of 
Wimborne, Ivor Bertie Lord 
Winchester, Henry William Mon- 
tagu Marquess of 
Winchester, Randall 
Bishop of 
Winchilsea and Nottingham, Henry 
Stormont Ear] of 
Windsor, Robert George Lord 


Thomas 
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LORDS SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL. xix 


Winton, George Arnulph Earl of. | The following Lords have Two Numbers, 
(Earl of Eglintoun) being Twice named in the Roll : 


| : 
r : | Earl of Halsbury, as Lord High Chan- 
ee ee | cellor, and as Earl of Halsbury. 


Wolverton, Frederick Lord | (Nos. 6 and 197.) 


Worlingham, Archibald Brabazon | Duke of Devonshire, as Lord President, 


Sparrow Lord. (Karl of Gosford) | perdi of Devonshire. (Nos. 


Wrottesley, Arthur Lord Marquess of Salisbury, as Lord Privy 
Wynford, Henry Molyneux Lord | Seal, and as Marquess of Salisbury. 
| (Nos. 9 and 35.) 
Earl of Pembroke and Montgomery, as 
Y | Lord Steward, and as Earl of Pem- 
| broke and Montgomery. (Nos. 54 
| q59,) 8 y 
Yarborough, Chas. Alfred Worsl ggraee? 
a ™ i Earl of Clarendon, as Lord Chamber- 
Earl of * . ’ 
| lain, and as Earl of Clarendon. 
York, William Dalrymple Arch- | (Nos. 55 and 112.) 
bishop of | Earl of Lovelace, as Earl of Lovelace, and 
as Lord Wentworth. (Nos. 169 and 
272.) 
Z | Earl de Montalt, as Earl de Montalt, and 
| as Viscount Hawarden. (Nos. 190 
| € 
Zetland, Lawrence Marquess of _ and 210.) 
Viscount Powerscourt, as Viscount 
Zouche of Haryngworth, Robert Powerscourt, and as Lerd Powers- 
Nathaniel Cecil George Lord court. (Nos. 208 and 503.) 
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ROLL 


OF THE 


LORDS SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL 


IN THE 


THIRD SESSION OF THE TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT 


OF 


THE UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND. 


1 & 2 EDWARD VII. 1902. 





MeEmM.—According to the Usage of Parliament, when the House appoints a Select Committee, 
the Lords appointed to serve upon it are named in the Order of their Rank, beginning with 
the Highest ; and so, when the House sends a Committee to a Conference with the 
Commons, the Lord highest in Rank is called first, and the rest go forth in like Order : 
But when the Whole House is called over for any Purpose, within the House, or for the 
Purpose of proceeding forth to Westminster Hall, or upon any public Solemnity, the Call 
begins invariably with the Junior Baron. 





1 His Royal Highness The Prince of | 7 William Dalrymple Archbishop of 


Wales. York 
2 His Royal Highness Arthur William | 8 Spencer Compton Duke of Devon- 
Patrick Albert Duke of Con- | shire, Lord President of the 


naught and Strathearn Council 


3 His Royal Highness seat 9 Robert Arthur Talbot Marquess of 


Charles Edward George Albert Salisbury, Lord Privy Seal 

Duke of Albany 10 Henry Duke of Norfolk, url 
4 His Royal Highness George | Marshal of England 

William Frederick Charles Duke 11 Algernon Duke of Somerset 

of Cambridge | 12 Charles Henry Duke of Richmond 
5 Frederick Archbishop of Canter-| 13 Augustus Charles Lennox Duke of 

bury | Grafton 


6 Hardinge Stanley Earl of Halsbury,, 14 Henry Adelbert Wellington Fitzroy 
Lord High Chancellor | Duke of Beaufort 








xxii 


15 


16 


17 
18 


19 


20 


35 Robert Arthur Talbot Marquess of 


36 
37 
38 


39 
40 


41 





Charles Victor Albert Aubrey de 
Vere Duke of St. Albans 


George Godolphin Duke of Leeds 
Herbrand Arthur Duke of Bedford 


Spencer Compton Duke of Devon- 
shire. (In another place as Lord 
President of the Council) 

Charles Richard John 
Marlborough 

John James Robert Duke of Rut- 
land 

Alfred Douglas Duke of Brandon 


Duke of 


William John Arthur’ Charles 
James Duke of Portland 

William Angus Drogo Duke of 
Manchester ; 

Henry Pelham Archibald Douglas 


Duke of Newcastle 
Henry George Duke of Northum- 
berland 
His Royal Highness Ernest Augus- 
tus William Adolphus Geor ge 
Frederick Duke of Cumberland | 
and Teviotdale | 
Arthur Charles Duke of Wellington | 
Cromartie Duke of Sutherland 
Hugh Richard Arthur Duke of | 
Westminster 
Alexander William George Duke of | 
Fife | 
John Douglas Sutherland Duke of | 
Argyll | 
Henry William Montagu Marquess | 
of Winchester | 
Henry Charles Keith Marquess of | 
Lansdowne | 


John James Dudley Stuart Marquess 
Townshend 


Salisbury. (In another place as 
Lord Privy Seal.) 

Thomas Henry Marquess of Bath 
James Marquess of 
(Duke of Abercorn) 
Hugh de Grey Marquess of Hert- | 

ford 
John Marquess of Bute 


Abercorn 


William Thomas Brownlow Mar- 
quess of Exeter 
William George Spencer Scott 


Marquess of Northampton 
John Charles Marquess Camden 
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48 
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67 
68 


69 


LORDS 
Henry Cyril Marquess of Anglesey 


George Henry Hugh Marquess of 
Cholmondeley 


Henry Augustus Marquess of 
Ailesbury 
Frederick William John Marquess 


of Bristol 
Archibald Marquess of Ailsa 


Constantine Charles Henry Mar- 
quess of Normanby 

George Frederick Samuel Marquess 
of Ripon 

William Marquess of Abergavenny 

Gavin Marquess of Breadalbane 

Frederick Temple Marquess of 
Dufferin and Ava 

Lawrence Marquess of Zetland 


Sidney Earl of Pembroke and 
Montgomery, Lord Steward of the 
Household 

Edward Hyde Earl of Clarendon, 
Lord Chamberlain of the Household 

Charles Henry John Earl of 
Shrewsbury 

Frederick Arthur Earl of Derby 

Warner Francis John Plantagenet 
Earl of Huntingdon 

Sidney Earl of Pembroke and Mont- 
gomery. (Jn another place as 
Lord Steward of the Household) 

Henry Hugh Earl of Devon 

Henry Molyneux Paget Earl of 
Suffolk and Berkshire 

Rudolph Robert Basil Aloysius 
Augustine Earl of Denbigh 

Anthony Mildmay Julian Earl of 
Westmorland 

Montague Peregrine 
Earl of Lindsey 

William Earl of Stamford 

Henry Stormont Earl of Winchilsea 
and Nottingham 

Edwyn Francis Earl of Chesterfield 

Edward George Henry Earl of 
Sandwich 

George Devereux de Vere Earl of 
Essex 

George James Earl of Carlisle 

William Henry Walter Earl of 
Doncaster. (Duke of Buccleuch and 
Queensberry) 


Albemarle 
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96 


97 


98 
99 


100 
101 


Anthony Earl of Shaftesbury 


Randal Mowbray Thomas Earl of 
Berkeley 103 


Montagu Arthur Earl of Abingdon 
Alfred Frederick George Beresford 104 


Earl of Scarborough 105 
Arnold Allan Cecil Earl of Albe- | 
marle 106 


George William Earl of Coventry — 107 
Victor Albert George Earl of Jersey 
———— Earl Poulett | 108 
John Francis Erskine Earl of Mar. | 109 
(Elected for Scotland) 110 
Sholto George Watson Earl of | 111 
Morton. (Elected for Scotland) 
Walter John Francis Earl of Mar | 
and Kellie. (Elected for Scotland) | 
George Earl of Haddington. | 112 
(Elected for Scotland) | 
Frederick Henry Earl of Lauderdale. | 
(Elected for Scotland) 113 
Robert Harris Carnwath Earl of | 114 
Carnwath. (Elected for Scotland) | 
Ronald Ruthven Earl of Leven and | 115 
Melville. (Elected for Scotland) 
David John Earl of Northesk. | 116 
(Elected for Scotland) | 117 
Douglas Mackinnon Baillie Hamil- | 
ton Earl of Dundonald. (Elected | 118 
for Scotland) 119 
Sewallis Edward Earl Ferrers 120 
William Heneage Earl of Dart- | 
mouth | 
George Montagu Earl of Tankerville | 


Charles Wightwick Earl of Ayles- 122 
ford 

Francis Thomas De Grey Earl | 
Cowper 193 


Arthur Philip Earl Stanhope | 


George Loveden William Henry | | 124 
Earl of Macclesfield 


Douglas Beresford Malise Ronald | 125 
Earl Graham. (Duke of Mont- | 


121 


rose) \1 26 
William Frederick Earl Walde- | 
grave | 127 


Bertram Earl of Ashburnham 

Charles Augustus Earl of Harring. | 128 
ton | 

Newton Earl of Portsmouth | 129 


Francis Richard Charles Guy Earl | 
| 130 


Brooke and Earl of Warwick 


SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL. xxiii 
|102 Sidney Carr Earl of Buckingham- 


shire 


William Thomas Ear! 


Fitzwilliam 
Frederick George Earl of Guilford 
Albert Edward Philip Henry Earl 
of Hardwicke 
Henry Edward Ear! of chester 
Gilbert George Reginald Earl De 
La Warr 
Jacob Earl of Radnor 
John Poyntz Earl Spencer 
Seymour Henry Earl Bathurst 


Arthur Wills John Wellington 
Trumbull Blundell Earl of Hills- 
borough. (Marquess of Down 
shire) 

idward Hyde Earl of Clarendon. 
(In another place as Lord Cham- 
berlain of the Household) 


William David Earl of Mansfield 


Spencer 


John James Hugh Henry Earl 
Strange. (Duke of Atholl) 


William Henry Earl of Mount 


Edgeumbe 

Hugh Earl Fortescue 

George Edward Stanhope Molyneux 
Earl of Carnarvon 

George Henry Farl Cadogan 

James Edward Earl] of Malmesbury 

Anthony Francis Earl of West- 
meath. (Elected for Ireland) 

Ponsonby William Earl of Drogheda 
(Elected for Ireland) 

John Vansittart Danvers Earl of 

Lanesborough. (Elected for Ire- 
land) 


Dermot Robert Wyndham Ear! of 


Mayo. (Elected for Ireland) 
Hugh Earl Annesley. (Elected for 
Ireland) 
George Karl of Lucan. (lected for 
Ireland) 


Somerset Richard Earl of Belmore. 
(Elected for Ireland) 


James Francis Earl of Bandon. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

James Francis Harry Earl of 
Rosslyn 


William George Robert Earl of 


Craven 


William Hillier Earl of Onslow 





XXxiv 

i31 Charles Earl of Romney 

132 Walter John Earl of Chichester 

133 Arthur George Earl of Wilton 

134 George Charles Earl of Powis 

135 Horatio Earl Nelson 

136 Lawrence Earl of Rosse. (Elected 
Sor Ireland) 

137 Charles William Sydney Earl 
Manvers 

138 Robert Horace Earl of Orford 

139 Albert Henry George Earl Grey 

140 Hugh Cecil Earl of Lonsdale 

141 John Herbert Dudley Earl of | 
Harrowby 

142 Henry Ulick Earl of Harewood 

143 Gilbert John Earl of Minto 

144 Alan Frederick Earl Cathcart 

145 James Walter Earl of Verulam 

146 Adelbert Wellington Brownlow 
Earl Brownlow 

147 Henry Cornwallis Earl of St. 
Germans 

148 Albert Edmund Earl of Morley 

149 George Cecil Orlando Earl of 
Bradford 

150 William Earl Beauchamp 

151 John Earl of Eldon 

152 George Richard Penn Earl Howe 

153 George Edward John Mowbray Ear! | 
of Stradbroke 

154 William Stephen Earl Temple of 
Stowe 

155 Francis Charles Earl of Kilmorey 
(Elected for Ireland) 

156 Charles Stewart [Earl Vane. 
(Marquess of Londonderry) 

157 William Archer Earl Amherst 

158 Frederick Archibald Vaughan Earl 
Cawdor 

159 Geoffrey George Gordon Earl of 
Munster 

160 Robert Adam Philips Haldane Ear] 
of Camperdown 

161 Thomas Francis Ear] of Lichfield 

162 John George Earl of Durham 

163 Granville George Earl Granville 

164 Henry Alexander Gordon Ear! of | ; 
Effingham 

165 Henry John Earl of Ducie 

166 Charles Alfred Worsley Earl of 




















Yarborough 


168 
169 
170 


171 


192 
193 
194 
195 


ROLL OF THE LORDS 
167 


Henry John Earl Innes. (Duke of 
Roxburghe) 
Thomas William Earl of Leicester 


Ralph Gordon Earl of Lovelace 


Charles William Francis Earl of 
Gainsborough 

Francis Charles Granville Earl of 
Ellesmere 

Francis Edmund Cecil Earl of 
Strafford 

Kenelm Charles Edward Earl of 
Cottenham 

Henry Arthur Mornington Earl 
Cowley 

George Arnulph Earl of Winton 


(Earl of Eglintoun) 

William Humble Earl of Dudley 

John Francis Stanley Eaz] Russell 

John Earl of Kimberley 

Vesey Earl of Dartrey 

William Ernest Earl of Feversham 

Henry George Earl of Ravensworth 

Francis John Earl of Wharncliffe 

Thomas George Earl of Northbrook 

Herbert John Earl Cairns 

Victor Alexander George Robert 
Earl of Lytton 

Edward George Earl of Lathom 

George Edward Earl Sondes 

William Waldegrave Earl of Sel- 
borne 

Walter Stafford Earl of Iddesleigh 

Cornwallis Earl de Montalt 

William Francis Henry Earl of 
Londesborough 

Gathorne Earl of Cranbrook 

Gilbert Henry Earl of Ancaster 

Charles Robert Earl Carrington 

Robert Offley Ashburton Earl of 
Crewe 

Wilbraham Earl Egerton 

Hardinge Stanley Earl of Hals- 
bury. (Jn another place as Lord 
High Chancellor) 

Frederick Sleigh Earl Roberts 

Evelyn Earl of Cromer 

Robert Viscount Hereford 

Byron Plantagenet Viscount Falk- 
land. (Elected for Scotland) 

Viscount Bolingbroke and 

St. John 
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Charles George Viscount Cobham | 235 


Evelyn Edward Thomas Viscount | 236 
Falmouth 937 


: 
George Master Viscount Torrington | 93 


Maurice Viscount Leinster. (Duke | 939 
of Leinster) : 
Francis Wheler Viscount Hood 


Mervyn Edward Viscount Powers- | , 
court. (Elected for Ireland) 


Henry William Crosbie Viscount | ~ 





Bangor. (Elected for Ireland) | 24¢ 
Cornwallis Viscount Hawarden. | 244 
(Elected for Ireland.) (In another | 945 
place as Earl de Montalt) | 246 
Carnegie Parker Viscount St. Vin-| , 47 
cent. | ; 
Henry Viscount Melville | 248 
William Wells Viscount Sidmouth | 249 
Henry Edward Montagu Dorington | 250 
Clotworthy V iscount Temple- | 251 
town. (Elected for Ireland) | 959 
John Campbell Viscount Gordon, | 953 
(Earl of Aberdeen) | OBA 
Raymond Harvey Viscount Frank- Fae 
fort de Montmorency. (Elected | “?° 
Sor Ireland) | 256 
Edward Addington Hargreaves. | 
Viscount Exmouth | 257 
Richard Walter John Viscount | 958 
Hutchinson. (Karl of Donough- | 959 
more) Se 
William Frederick Viscount Clan- | 260 
earty. (Earl of Clancarty) | 
| 261 


Francis Lynch Wellington Viscount 

Combermere 262 
Henry Charles Viscount Canterbury 
Rowland Richard Viscount Hill 263 
Henry Charles Viscount Hardinge | 264 
Hugh Viscount Gough 265 
Charles Lindley Viscount Halifax | 266 
Alexander Nelson Viscount Brid- 

port 267 
William Henry Berkeley Viscount 

Portman 268 
Henry Robert Viscount Hampden 


Garnet Joseph Viscount Wolseley | 269 
Richard Assheton Viscount Cross | 979 
Arthur Wellesley Viscount Peel 971 


Henry Thurstan Viscount Knuts- 

ford 979 
Henry Viscount Llandaff c 
Reginald Baliol Viscount Esher 





SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL. XXV 


George Joachim Viscount Goschen 
Matthew White Viscount Ridley 
Arthur Foley Bishop of London 
Brooke Foss Bishop of Durham 


Randall Thomas Bishop of Win- 
chester 


Charles John Bishop of Gloucester 
Ernest Roland Bishop of Chichester 
Richard Bishop of Llandaff 

George Bishop of Southwell 
William Boyd Bishop of Ripon 
Edward Bishop of Lincoln 

John Bishop of Salisbury 

Alwyne Bishop of Ely 

James Bishop of Manchester 
Francis John Bishop of Chester 
Alfred George Bishop of St. Asaph 
John Wogan Bishop of St. Albans 
John Bishop of Truro 

Angustus Bishop of Lichfield 

John Wareing Bishop of Carlisle 
John Bishop of Norwich 


George Wyndham Bishop of Bath 
and Wells 


John Bishop of Hereford 
Edward Stuart Bishop of Rochester 
Edgar Bishop of Newcastle 


“dward Carr Bishop of Peter- 
borough 


Dudley Charles Lord de Ros 

Charles Botolph Joseph Lord Mow- 
bray 

George Manners Lord Hastings 

Jack Southwell Lord de Clifford 

Charles Henry Rolle Lord Clinton 

Robert Nathaniel Cecil George 
Lord Zouche of Haryngworth 

Rawdon George Grey Lord Grey de 
Ruthyn 

Charles Edward Hastings Lord 
Botreaux. (Karl of Loudoun) 


Ralph Francis Julian Lord Camoys 

Henry Lord Willoughby de Broke 

Hubert George Charles Lord Vaux 
of Harrowden 


Ralph Gordon Lord Wentworth. 
(In another place as Earl of 
Lovelace) 











xxvi 

273 Alfred Thomas Townshend Lord | 302 
Braye 

274 Robert George Lord Windsor | 303 

275 William Henry John Lord North 

276 Beauchamp Moubray Lord St. John | 304 
of Bletso 305 

277 Thomas Evelyn Lord Howard de | g9¢ 
Walden | ‘i 

278 Bernard Henry Philip Lord Petre | ss 

279 John Fiennes Lord Saye and Sele | 308 

280 John Francis Lord Arundell of | 309 
Wardour 310 

281 Ronald John Lord Dormer 

282 Henry John Philip Sidney Lord | 311 
Teynham 

283 Fitzherbert Lord Stafford 312 

284 George Frederick William Lord 
Byron 313 

285 Lewis Henry Hugh Lord Clifford | 314 
of Chudleigh 315 

286 Henry John Brinsley Lord Manners |’ 
of Haddon. (Marquess of Granby) | 516 

287 Henry de Vere Lord Barnard | 

288 Horace Coartenay Gammell Lord | 317 
Forbes. (Elected for Scotland) | sis 

289 Alexander William Frederick Lord | ° 
Saltoun. (Elected for Scotland) | 319 

290 Charles William Lord Sinclair. | 
(Elected for Scotland) | 320 

291 James Walter Lord Torphichen. 
(Elected for Scotland) | _ 

292 Alexander Hugh Lord Balfour of | 321 
Burley. (Elected for Scotland) | 

293 Alexander Charles Lord Belhaven | °2” 
and Stenton. (Llected for Scot- | 323 
land) | 394 

294 Richard Edmund St. Lawrence | 
Lord Boyle. (Earl of Cork and | 395 
Orrery) | 

295 George Lord Hay. (Bul of) 396 
Kinnoul) | 

296 Dighy Wentworth Bayard Lord | 354 
Middleton | 

297 Augustus Debonnaire John Lord | 398 
Monson — 

298 Walter William Brabazon Lord | ‘ 
Ponsonby. (Karl of Bessborough) | 329 

299 Alfred Nathaniel Holden Lord 
Scarsdale 330 

300 George Florance Lord Boston 331 

301 Augustus Arthur Lord Lovel and | 332 





333 


Holland. 


(Earl of Egmont) 
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George Francis Lord 


Vernon 
Edward Henry Trafalgar 
Digby 
Martin Bladen Lord Hawke 
Henry Thomas Lord Foley 
Arthur de Cardonnel Lord Dinevor 
Thomas Lord Walsingham 
William Lord Bagot 
Charles Henry Lord Southampton 
—_ Richard Brinsley Lord Grant- 
ow 
tims Bridges Harley Dennett 
Lord Rodney 


Arthur Herbert Tennyson Lord 
Somers 


Richard Henry Lord Berwick 

Edward Lennox Lord Sherborne 

Henry De La Poer Lord Tyrone 
(Marquess of Waterford) 


Richard Henry Lord Carleton. 
(Earl of Shannon) 


Charles Lord Suffield 

Lloyd Lord Kenyon 

Charles 
brooke 

George Augustus Hamilton Lord 
Fisherwick. (Marquess of Done- 
gall) 

Henry Charles Lord Gage. 
count Gage) 

Thomas John Lord Thurlow 


William Morton Lord Auckland 


Augustus 


Lord 


Cornwallis 


Lord  Bray- 


(Vis- 


Thomas Charles Lord Mendip, 
(Viscount Clifden) 
Francis James Lord Stuart of 


Castle Stuart. (Harl of Moray) 


Randolph Henry Lord Stewart of 
Garlies. (Earl of Galloway) 


James George Henry Lord Salters- 
ford. (Earl of Courtown) 

William Lord Brodrick. (Viscount 
Midleton) 


Augustus Cholmondeley Lord Cal- 
thorpe 


Peter Robert Lord Gwydir 
William Thomas Lord Bolton 
John Lord Lilford 

Thomas Lord Ribblesdale 
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337 


338 


339 


340 


341 


360 


361 





Robert St. John FitzWalter Lord , 362 
Dunboyne. (Elected for Ireland) 

Lucius William Lord Inchiquin. | 363 
(Elected for Ireland) 

John Thomas William Lord Massy. | 364 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Hamilton Matthew Fitzmaurice | 9° 
Lord Muskerry. (Elected for | 
Ireland) 366 

Francis William Lord Kilmaine. 
(Elected for Ireland) | 567 

Luke Gerald Lord Clonbrock. | 
(Elected for Ireland) | 368 

Charles Mark Lord Headley. | 
(Elected for Ireland) | 369 


Edward Henry Churchill Lord 
Crofton. (Elected for Ireland) | gy 


| 370 
Hercules Edward Lord Langford | sets 
(Elected for Ireland) 


Dayrolles Blakeney Lord Ventry. | 372 
(Elected for Ireland): ? * 3 
Henry O'Callaghan Lord Dunalley | 374 
(Elected for Ireland) | 
John Henry Lord Loftus. (Mar- 375 
quess of Ely) | 
William Lord Carysfort. (Earl of | 376 
Carysfort) i 
George Ralph Lord Aberecromby 307 
Charles Towry Hamilton Lord | 378 


Ellenborough | 
Augustus Frederick Arthur Lord | 379 


Sandys 380 
Henry North Lord Sheffield (Earl 
of Sheffield) | 381 


William Macnaghten Lord Erskine | 

John Thomas Lord Monteagle | 339 
(Marquess of Sligo) | 383 

Bernard Arthur William Patrick | 
Hastings Lord Granard. (Earl | 384 








of Granard) | 
Lord Gardner 385 
John Thomas Lord Manners : 
John Adrian Louis Lord Hopetoun. | , 
(Earl of Hopetoun) 386 
Albert Edward Lord Castlemaine. | ,., 
(Elected for Ireland) 387 
Charles Lord Meldrum. (Marquess. 
of Huntly) 388 
Lowry Egerton Lord Grinstead. 
(Earl of Enniskillen) 389 
William Henry Edmond de Vere 
Sheaffe Lord Foxford. (Earl of | 390 
Limerick) 
Victor Albert Francis Charles Lord | 391 
Churchill 
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George Robert Canning Lord 
Harris 

Reginald Charles Edward Lord 
Colchester 

Robert Schomberg Lord Ker. 


(Marquess of Lothian) 
Victor George Henry Francis Lord 
Minster. (Marquess Conyngham) 
James Edward William Theobald 
Lord Ormonde. (Marquess of 


Ormonde) 

Francis Richard Lord Wemyss. 
(Earl of Wemyss) 

Thomas Lord Silchester. (Earl of 
Longford) 


Clotworthy John Eyre Lord Oriel. 
(Viscount Massereene) 

Hugh Lord Delamere 

Cecil Theodore Lord Forester 

John William Lord Rayleigh 

Edric Frederic Lord Gifford 

Hubert George Lord Somerhill. 
(Marquess of Clanricarde) 

James Ludovic Lord Wigan. (Earl 
of Crawford) 

Uchter John Mark Lord Ranfurly. 
(Earl of Ranfurly) 

Charles Stuart Henry Lord Ten- 
terden 

William Lee Lord Plunket 

William Fredk. Lord Heytesbury 

Archibald Philip Lord Rosebery. 
(Earl of Rosebery) 

Richard James Lord Clanwilliam 
(Earl of Clanwilliam) 

Henry Molyneux Lord Wynford 

Charles Gore Lord Kilmarnock, 
(Earl of Erroll) 

Arthur James Francis Lord Fin- 
gall. (Eurl of Fingall) 

Osbert Cecil Lord Sefton (Earl of 
Sefton) 

Charles Lord Clements. 
Leitrim) 
Geoffrey Thomas Lord Kenlis. 
(Marquess of Headfort) 
Reginald Lord Chaworth. 
of Meath) 

Charles Adolphus Lord Dunmore. 
(Earl of Dunmore) 

Augustus Frederick George War- 
wick Lord Poltimore 


Llewelyn Nevill Vaughan Lord 
Mostyn 


(Earl of 


(Earl 
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Henry Spencer Lord Templemore | 426 
Valentine Frederick Lord Clon- 
curry 427 
James St. Vincent Lord De San- | 428 
marez 
Thomas Lord Denman 429 
James Yorke MacGregor Lord 
Abinger 430 
Philip Lord De L’Isle and Dudley 431 
Francis Denzil Edward Lord Ash- | 492 
burton 433 
Edward George Perey Lord 
Hatherton 434 
Archibald Brabazon Sparrow Lord 
Worlingham. (Earl of Gosford) | 435 
Hallyburton George Lord Strathe- | 436 
den 
Simon Joseph Lord Lovat 437 
William Spencer Lord Bateman 
Algernon Hawkins Thomond Lord 438 
Kintore. (Earl of Kintore) 439 
Derrick Warner William — Lord | 
Rossmore | 440 
Robert Shapland George Julian 
Lord Carew 
William Ashley Webb Lord De | 441 
Mauley 
Arthur Lord Wrottesley | 442 
Charles Douglas Richard Lord 
Sudeley 443 
Paul Sanford Lord Metheun 
Henry Edward John Lord Stanley | 444 
of Alderley 445 
William Henry Lord Leigh 
Beilby Lord Wenlock 446 
William Lord Lurgan 
Thomas Spring Lord Monteagle of | 447 
Brandon 448 
John Reginald Upton Lord Seaton 449 
John Lord Oxenfoord. (Earl of Stair) ‘5 
George Crespigny Brabazon Lord 
Vivian 451 
Henry Lord Congleton ae 
Victor Alexander Lord Elgin. | 4°? 
(Earl of Elgin and Kincardine) 
Arthur Lord de Freyne 453 
Edward Burtenshaw Lord Saint | 454 
Leonards 455 
George Fitz-Roy Henry Lord Raglan 
Valentine Augustus Lord Kenmare. ~~ 
(Earl of Kenmare) 457 
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Henry Lord Belper 
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Richard Wogan Lord Talbot de 
Malahide 

Robert Wellesley Lord Ebury 

Charles Compton William 
Chesham 

Frederic Augustus Lord Chelms- 
ford 

John Lord Churston 

Charles Henry Lord Leconfield 

Godfrey Charles Lord Tredegar 

Courtenay Robert Perey Lord 
Lyveden 

Henry Charles Lord Brougham and 
Vaux 

Arthur Fitz-Gerald Lord Kinnaird 

Richard Luttrell Pilkington Lord 
Westbury 

Charles Paget Fitzhardinge Lord 
Fitzhardinge ' 

Luke Lord Annaly 

John Gaspard Le Marchant Lord 
Romilly 

James Herbert Gustavus Meredyth 
Lord Meredyth. (Lord Ath- 
lumney) 

Windham Thomas Lord Kenry. 
(Earl of Dunraven and Mount-Earl) 

Henry Power Charles Stanley Lord 
Monck. (Viscount Monch) 

John Major Lord Hartismere. 
(Lord Henniker). 

Hylton George Hylton Lord Hylton 

George Sholto Gordon Lord Pen- 
rhyn 

Gustavus Russell Lord Brancepeth. 
(Viscount Boyne) 

John Henry Lord Kesteven 

Arthur Lord Ormathwaite 

Edward Lord O’Neill 

Robert William Lord Napier 

Jenico William Joseph Lord Gor- 
manston. (Viscount Gormanston) 

Thomas Kane Lord Rathdonnell. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

John Hamilton Lord Lawrence 

John Lord Dunning. (Lord Rollo) 

James Lord Balinhard. (Earl of 
Southesk) 

William Lord Hare. 
Listowel) 

Francis Edward Lord Howard of 
Glossop 


Lord 


(Earl of 
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Bernard Edward Barnaby Lord 
Castletown 

John Emerich Edward Lord Acton 

Frederick Lord Wolverton 

Algernon William  Fulke 
Greville 

Maurice Herbert Ignatius Towneley | 
Lord O’Hagan | 

William Lord Sandhurst 


Lord 


William John George Lord Ettrick. | ‘ 


(Lord Napier) 

Sidney James Lord Somerton. 
(Earl of Normanton) 

Henry Campbell Lord Aberdare 


Henry James Lord Moncrieff 


Bernard John Seymour Lord Cole- 


ridge 


Thomas William Gaston Lord Emly | ' 


Thomas Francis Lord Cottesloe 
Herbert Perrott Murray Lord 
Hampton 


Charles Alexander Lord Douglas. | * 


(Earl of Home) 
Arthur George Maule Lord Ramsey 
(Earl of Dalhousie) 
John Henry Lord 
(Earl Erne) 
William Richard Lord Harlech 
Henry Gerard Lord Alington 
Wilbraham Frederic Lord Tolle- 
mache 
William Cansfield Lord Gerard 
Lionel Sackville Lord Sackville 
Charles Bowyer Lord Norton 
Walter Bulkeley Lord 
(Viscount Barrington) 
Lawrence Hesketh Lord Haldon 
Ivor Bertie Lord Wimborne 
Arthur Edward Lord Ardilaun 
Charles Wallace Alexander Napier 
Lord Lamington 
Arthur William Lord Trevor 
Montagu William Lord Rowton 
Edward Lord Brabourne 


Fermanagh. 


Shute. 


Arthur Oliver Villiers Lord Ampt- | . 


hill 
William Montagu Lord Tweeddale. 
(Marquess of Tweeddale) 


William Ulick Tristram Lord |: 


Howth. (Earl of Howth) 
Donald James Lord Reay 


Harcourt Lord Derwent 
Henry James Lord Hothfield 
Edward Lord Tweedmouth 
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Hallam Lord Tennyson 

James Lord Strathspey. 
Seafield) 

John William Lord Monk Bretton 

Walter Henry Lord Northbourne 

Arthur Jocelyn Charles Lord 
Sudley. (Karl of Arran)’ 

John Robert William Lord de Vesci. 
(Viscount de Vesci) 

Marmaduke Francis Lord Herries 

Mervyn Edward Lord Powerscourt. 
(In another place as Viscount 
Powerscourt) 

Frederick Lord Northington. (Lord 
Henley) 

Nathaniel Mayer Lord Rothschild 

John Lord Revelstoke 

Robert Lord Monkswell 

Arthur Lord Hobhouse 

Ralph Robert Wheeler Lord Linen 

Edward Lord Ashbourne 

Rowland Lord Saint Oswald 

Robert Wilfrid Lord Deramore 

Henry John Lord Montagu of 
Beaulieu 

Sidney Herbert Lord Elphinstone 

Charles John Lord Colville of Cul- 
ross 

Richard Farrer Lord Herschell 

Charles William Lord Hillingdon 

Charles Lord Hindlip 

Edmund Lord Grimthorpe 

Richard de Aquila Lord Stalbridge 

Hugh Lord Kensington 

Michael Arthur Lord Burton 

Gavin George Lord Hamilton of 
Dalzell 

Thomas Lord Brassey 


(Earl of 


Henry Lord Thring 

Edward Lord Macnaghten. 
Lord of Appeal in Ordinary) 

Robert Lord Connemara 


Claude Lord Bowes. (Earl of 
Strathmore and Kinghorn) 


Edmund Milnes Lord 
(Viscount Galway) 


(A 


George 
Monckton. 
John Lord Saint Levan 
James Douglas Lord Magheramorne 
George Limbrey Lord Basing 
William Henry Lord de Ramsey 
William Meriton Lord Cheylesmore 
Egerton Lord Addington 
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556° 


John Savile Lord Savile 

William Ventris Lord Field 

Edward Cecil Lord Iveagh 

George Lord Mount Stephen 

Samuel Lord Masham 

William Lord Kelvin 

Henry John Lord Rookwood 

Alexander Burns Lord Shand 

George Lord Ashcombe 

Archibald Campbell Lord Blyths- 
wood 

Thomas Lord Crawshaw 

William Amburst Lord Amherst of 
Hackney 

Thomas Wodehouse Lord Newton 

Henry Lyle Lord Dunleath 

John Allan Lord Llangattock 

George James Lord Playfair 

Cyril Lord Battersea 

Ernest Ambrose Lord Swansea 

Thomas Cecil Lord Farrer 

John Campbell Lord Overtoun 

Cecil Geo. Savile Lord Hawkesbury 

Arthur Lord Stanmore 

Stuart Lord Rendel 

Reginald Earle Lord Welby 

Horace Lord Davey. (A Lord of 
Appeal in Ordinary) 

Edward Douglas Lord Loch 

Sydney James Lord Wandsworth 

James Lord Ashton 

Herbert Coulstoun Lord Burghclere 

Henry Lord James 

David Robert Lord Rathmore 

Henry Lord Pirbright 

Algernon Lord Glenesk 

Henry Hucks Lord Aldenham 

Edward Lord Heneage 

John Wingfield Lord Malcolm of 
Poltalloeh 

Hercules Arthur Temple Lord Ros- 
mead 

Alexander Smith Lord Kinnear 

Joseph Lord Lister 

David Lord Fairlie. 
Glasgow) 

Hugh Richard Lord 
(Viscount Downe) 

Henry Ludlow Lord Ludlow 

Hans Wellesley Lord Holm Patrick 

George Arbuthnot Lord Inverclyde 

Donald Alexander Lord Strathcona 

and Mount Royal 
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Viscount 





581 William Wallace Lord Newlands 

582 Horace Brand Lord Farquhar 

583 Josslyn Francis Lord Muncaster 

584 Arthur Lawrence Lord  Hali 
burton 

585 Horatio Herbert Lord Kitchener of 
Khartoum 

586 Philip Henry Wodehouse Lord 
Currie 

587 Joseph Russell Lord Glanusk 

588 Henry Lord Brampton 

589 Robert Thornhaugh Lord Cran- 
worth 

590 Julian Lord Pauncefote 

591 James Patrick Bannerman Lord 
Robertson. (A Lord of Appeal 
in Ordinary) 

592 Henry Stafford Lord Northcote 

593 John Lord Avebury 

594 Nathaniel Lord Lindley. (4 Lord 


of Appeal in Ordinary) 
595 Martin Henry Lord Killanin. 
Peter Lord O’Brien 
Richard Everard Lord Alverstone 


598* Alfred Lord Milner 





* This number is in excess of the total 
Number of Lords Spiritual and Temporal, 
the Discrepancy being caused by the 
following Lords being twice named in 
the Roll : 

Earl of Halsbury as Lord High Chancellor 

and as Earl of Halsbury (Nos. 6 and 197) 
Duke of Devonshire as Lord President and 

as Duke of Devonshire (Nos. 8 and 18) 


Marquess of Salisbury as Lord Privy Seal 
and as Marquess of Salisbury (Nos. 9 
and 35) 


Earl of Pembroke and Montgomery as 


Lord Steward and as Earl of Pembroke 
and Montgomery (Nos. 54 and 59) 


Earl of Clarendon as Lord Chamberlain and 


as Earl of Clarendon (Nos. 55 and 112) 


Earl of Lovelace as Earl of Lovelace and as 


Lord Wentworth (Nos. 169 and 272) 


Earl de Montalt as Earl de Montalt and as 


Viscount Hawarden (Nos. 190 and 210) 


Powerscourt as _ Viscount 
Powerscourt and as Lord Powers. 
court (Nos, 208 and 503) 
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A Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis (Sheffield, 
William (G1 wm, 
Abraham, William (Glamorgan, Rhondda) Ashton, Thomas Gair (Beds, Luton) 


villi k Co., N. East 
ge hingmmmgimemere St See ee 
Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A., Bt. (Somerset, 
Wellington) —— Llewellyn (Durham, 


og . (Ch . 
Age pens accuse wpoeienes Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John (Londonderry 
Agnew, Sir Andrew N., Bt. (Edinburgh, North) 


South) " Austin, Sir John, Bt. (York, W.R. 
Aird, John (Paddington, N.) Osgoldcross) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, Charles P. (Gloucester, Stroud) B 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline F. (Westmoreland, 


Allhusen, Aug. Henry E. (Hackney, Kendal) 
Central) 


Allsopp, Hon. George H. (Worcester) 
Ambrose, Robert (Mayo, West) 


Anson, Sir William R., Bt. (Oxford Uni- 
versity) 





Bailey, James (Newington, Walworth) 


Bain, James Robert (Cumberland, Egre- 
mont) 


Baird, John G. A. (Glasgow, Central) 

Anstruther, Henry T. (St. Andrews | Balearres, Lord (Lancashire, Chorley) 
Burghs) Baldwin, Alfred (Worcester, Bewdley) 

Archdale, Edward M. (Fermanagh, N.) | Balfour, Rt. Hon. Arthur J. (Manchester, 





Arkwright, John S. (Hereford) East) | 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. (Belfast, West) B peed “we Charles B. (Middlesex, 


Arrol, Sir William (Ayrshire, South) 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. Gerald William (Leeds, 
Asher, Alexander (Elgin Burghs) 


| Central) 
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Balfour, Major K. R. (Christchurch) 


Banbury, Fred. George (Camberwell, 
Peckham) 


Banes, Major George E. (West Ham, 
South) 


Barlow, John Emmott (Somerset, Frome) 
Barry, Edward (Cork Co., South) 

Barry, Sir Francis Tress, Bt. (Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. (Islington, N.) 


Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. (Gloucester, 
Cirencester) 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field) 
Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. Hicks., Bt. 


(Bristol, W.) 


Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. (Northum- 
berland, Hexham) 


Beckett, Ernest W. (York, N.R., Whitby) 

Bell, Richard (Derby) 

Bentinck, Lord Henry C. (Nottingham, 8.) 

Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. (Bethnal Green, 
N.E.) 

Bignold A. (Wick Burghs) 

Bigwood, James (Middlesex, Brentford) 

Bill, Charles (Staffordshire, Leek) 

Black, Alexander W. (Banffshire) 

Blake, Edward (Longford, S.) 

Blundell, Col. H. B. H. (Lancashire, Ince) 

Boland, John (Kerry, South) 


Bolton, Thomas Dolling (Derbyshire, N. 
East) 


Bond, Edward (Nottingham, E.) 


Boscawen, Capt. A, 8. T. Griffith (Kent, 
Tunbridge) 


Boulnois, Edmund (Marylebone, E.) 
Bousfield, William R. (Hackney, N.) 


Bowles, Colonel Henry F. (Middlesex, 
Enfield) 


Bowles, Thomas Gibson (Lynn Regis) 
Boyle, James (Donegal, West) 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 


(Cambridge, 
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Brassey, Albert (Oxon, Banbury) 
Brigg, John (York, W.R., Keighley) 
Broadhurst, Henry (Leicester) 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. W. St.John F. (Surrey, 
Guildford) 


| Brookfield, Lieut.-Col. Arthur M. (Sussex, 
Rye) 


Brown, Alex. Hargreaves (Shropshire, 
Wellington) 


Brown, George M. (Edinburgh, Central) 


Brunner, Sir John T., Bt. (Cheshire, 
Northwich) 


Bryce, Rt. Hon. James (Aberdeen, South) 
Brymer, Col. Wm. Ernest (Dorset, South) 
Bull, William James (Hammersmith) 

| Bullard, Sir Harry (Norwich) 

| Burdett-Coutts, W. L. A. B. (West- 
| minster) 


| Burke, E. Haviland (King’s County, 
Tullamore) 


Burns, John (Battersea) 
| Burt, Thomas (Morpeth) 
| Butcher, John George (York) 


| Buxton, Sydney C. (Tower Hamlets, 
| Poplar) 





C 


Caine, W. S. (Cornwall, Camborne) 

Caldwell, James (Lanark, Mid) 

Cameron, Robert (Durham, Houghton-le- 
Spring) 

Campbell, Rt. Hon. James A. (Glasgow 
and Aberdeen Universities) 

Campbell, J. (Armagh, South) 

Campbell-Bannerman, Rt. Hon. Sir H. 
(Stirling Burghs) 

Carew, J. Laurence (Meath, South) 

Carlile, William Walter (Bucks, N.) 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward H. (Dublin 
University) 

Carvil Patrick G. H. (Newry) 

Causton, Richard Knight (Southwark, 
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ALPHABETICAL LIST OF MEMBERS. 
Cautley, Henry 8. (Leeds, East) Cox, Irwin Edward B. (Middlesex, 





Cavendish, Richard F. (Lancashire, North | Harrow) 

Lonsdale) Craig, Robert H. (Lanark, Govan) 
Cavendish, Victor C. W. (Derbyshire Cranborne, Viscount (Rochester) 

West) Crean, Eugene (Cork, S.E.) 
Cawley, Frederick (Lancs. Prestwich) Cremer, William R. (Shoreditch, Hag- 
Cayzer, Sir Charles Wm. (Barrow-in-|  gerston) 

Furness) | Cripps, Charles A. (Lancashire, Stretford) 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | Crombie, John William (Kincardineshire) 


Vane en! = : oo 7 ‘ . 
Cecil, Lord Hugh Richard H. (Greenwich) Cross, Alexander (Glasgow, Camlachie) 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J. (Birmingham, | Gyo<¢ Herbert Shepherd (Bolton) 


W.) | 
‘ : " . | Crossley, Sir Savile B., Bt. (Halifax 
Chamberlain, J. Austen (Worcestershire, he sh cite ) 
East) Cubitt, Hon. Henry (Surrey, Reigate) 
Chamberlayne, T. (Southampton) Cullinan, J. (Tipperary, South) 
Channing, Francis A. (Northampton, Cust, Henry J. C. (Southwark, Ber- 
Kast) mondsey) 


Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry (Lincolnshire, 
Sleaford) D 
Chapman, Edward (Cheshire, Hyde) 


- 4 ; Dalkeith, Earl of (Roxburgh 
Charrington, Spencer (Tower Hamlets, | : (R sh) 


Mile End) Dalrymple, Sir Charles, Bt. (Ipswich) 
Churchill, Winston L. S. (Oldham) | Daly, James (Monaghan, South) 
Clancy, John J. (Dubiin Co., North) | Dalziel, James H. (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 
Clare, Octavius Leigh (Lancashire, Eccles) Davenport, William Bromley (Cheshire, 
Macclesfield) 


Clive, Capt. Perey Archer (Herefordshire, | 
Ross) Davies, A. (Carmarthen Boroughs) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. (Ayrshire, | Davies, Col. Sir Horatio David (Chatham) 


- | 
North) | Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 


Coddington, Sir William, Bt. (Blackburn) | Delany, William (Queen’s Co., Ossory) 


Cogan, Denis J. (Wicklow, East) ‘Denny, Col. John M. (Kilmarnock 

Coghill, Douglas H. (Stoke-upon-Trent) | Burghs) 

Cohen, Benjamin L. (Islington, E.) | Dewar, John A. (Inverness) 

Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse (Birmingham, | Dewar, Thomas R. (Tower Hamlets, 
Bordesley) | St. George’s) 


Colomb, Sir John C. R. (Great Yarmouth) | Dickinson, Robt. E. (Somerset, Wells) 
Colston, Chas. Edwd. H. A. (Gloucester, | Dickson, Charles Scott (Glasgow, Bridg- 


Thornbury) ton) 
Compton, Lord Alwyne F. (Beds, Biggles- | Dickson-Poynder, Sir J., Bt. (Wilts, 
wade) Chippenham) 
Condon, Thomas J. (Tipperary, E.) | Digby, J. Kenelm Wingfield- (Dorset, 
Cook, Frederick Lucas (Lambeth, | North) 


Kennington) | Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir C. W., Bt. (Glouces- 


Corbett, Arch. Cameron (Glasgow | “> Forest of Dean) 
Tradeston) | Dillon, John (Mayo, East) 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) Dimsdale, Sir Joseph C. (London) 
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Disraeli, Coningsby R. (Cheshire, Altrin- 


cham) 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. D., Bt. (Middlesex, 
Uxbridge) 
Donelan, Capt. A. J. C. (Cork, East) 
Doogan, P. C. (Tyrone, East) 


Dorington, Sir John E., Bt. (Gloucester, | 


Tewkesbury) 
Doughty, George (Great Grimsby) 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. Aretas Akers (Kent, 
St. Augustine’s) 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark, North-West) 
Doxford, Sir William T. (Sunderland) 
Duffy, William J. (Galway, South) 
Duke, H. E. (Plymouth) 
Duncan, James H. (Yorks, W.R., Otley) 
Dunn, Sir William, Bt. (Paisley) 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin, Bt. (Corn- 
wall, Truro) 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H., Bt. (Kent, 
Dartford) 


E 


Edwards, Francis (Radnor) 

Egerton, Hon. Alan de Tatton (Cheshire, 
Knutsford) 

Elibank, Master of (Edinburgh, Mid- 
lothian) 

Elliot, Hon. Arthur R. D. (Durham) 

Ellis, John Edward (Nottingham, Rush- 
cliffe) 

Emmott, Alfred (Oldham) 

Esmonde, Sir T. Grattan, Bt. (Wexford, 
North) 

Evans, Sir Francis H. (Maidstone) 

Evans, Samuel Thomas (Glamorgan, Mid) 


F 


Faber, E. Beckett (Hants, Andover) 

Faber, G. Denison (York) 

Fardell, Sir T. George (Paddington, 8.) 

Farquharson, Dr. Robert (Aberdeenshire, 
West) 

Farrell, James P. (Longford, North) 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. (Hunts, 
Ramsey) 
Fenwick, Charles (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) 
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Ferguson, Ronald C. Munro (Leith 


Burghs) 
Fergusson, Rt. Hon Sir J., Bt. (Man- 
chester, N.E.) 
Ffrench, Peter (Wexford, South) 
Field, William (Dublin, St. Patrick) 
Fielden, Edward B. (Lancashire, Middle- 
ton) 
| Finch, George H. (Rutland) 
| Finlay, Sir Robert B, (Inverness Burghs 
_Firbank, Joseph Thomas (Hull, East) 
| Fisher, William Hayes (Fulham) 
| Fison, Frederick William (York, W.R., 


Doncaster) 
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Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H., Bt. 
(Devon, Tiverton) 
Walton, John Lawson (Leeds, South) 
Walton, Joseph (York, W.R., Barnsley) 
Wanklyn, Jas. Leslie (Bradford, Central) 
Warde, Lt.-Col. Charles E. (Kent, Med- 
way) 
Warner, T. Courtenay T. (Stafford, Lich- 
field) 


Warr, Augustus F. (Liverpool, East 
Toxteth) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan and 
Kinross) 


Wason, John C. (Orkney and Shet- 
land) 

Webb, Col. William G. (Staffordshire, 
Kingswinford) 

Weir, James Galloway (Ross and Cro- 
marty) 

Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. Earle (Taunton) 

Welby, Sir Charles G. E., Bt. (Notts, 
Newark) 

Wentworth, Capt. B. C. Vernon-(Brighton) 

Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd (York, W.R., 
Ripon) 

White, George (Norfolk, Nortu-West) 

White, L. (York, E.R., Buckrose) 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 

Whiteley, George (York, W.R., Pudsey) 

Whiteley, Herbert (Ashton-under-Lyne) 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

Whitmore, Charles A. (Chelsea) 

Whittaker, Thomas P. (York, W.R., Spen 
Valley) 

Williams, Arthur O. (Merionethshire) 
Williams, Rt. Hon. Joseph Powell- (Bir- 
mingham, South) 
Lieut.-Col. 


Williams, Robert (Dorset, 
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| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord (Lincoln 
| shire, Horncastle) 


Willox, Sir John Archibald (Liverpool, 
Everton) 

Wills, Sir Frederick (Bristol, North) 

Wilson, Arthur 8. (York, I.R., Holder- 
ness) 

Wilson, Charles H. (Hull, West) 

Wilson, Frederick W. (Norfolk, Mid) 


Wilson, Henry Joseph (York, W.R. 
Holmfirth) 


Wilson, John (Falkirk Burghs) 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 

Wilson, John William (Worcestershire 
North) 

Wilson, J. (Glasgow, St. Rollox) 

Wilson-Todd, William H. (York, E.R., 
Howdenshire) 

Wodehouse, Rt. Hon. Edmond R. (Bath) 

Wolff, Gustavus Wilhelm (Belfast, East) 

Woodhouse, Sir James T. (Huddersfield) 

Worsley-Taylor, H. W. 
Blackpool) 

Wortley, Rt. Hon. Charles B. Stuart- 
(Shettield, Hallam) 

Wrightson, Sir Thomas, Bt. (St. Pancras, 
East) 

Wylie, Alexander (Dumbartonshire) 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George (Dover) 

Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. H. (Glamorgan, 

South) 


(Lancashire, 


Y 


Yerburgh, Robert A. (Chester) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


Younger, William (Lincolnshire, Stam- 
ford) 


Yoxall, James Henry (Nottingham, West) 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 








ALPHABETICAL LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES, 


NAMES OF MEMBERS 





(Compiled at the opening of the Session.) 





ENGLAND—COUNTIES (234 Members). 


3EDFORDSHIRE (2) 
North, or Biggleswade 
South, or Luton 


BERKSHIRE (3) 
East, or Wokingham 
North, or Abingdon 
South, or Newbury 


BUCKINGHAMSHIRE (3) 
Mid, or Aylesbury... 
North, or Buckingham 
South, or Wycombe 


CAMBRIDGESHIRE (3) 
East, or Newmarket 
North, or Wisbech... 
West, or Chesterton 


CHESHIRE (8) 
Altrinsham 
Crewe he 
Eddisbury ... 
Hyde ae 
Knutsford ... 
Macclesfield 
Northwich ... 
Wirral 


CORNWALL (6) 
Mid, or St. Austell 
North-East, or Launceston 
North-West, or Camborne 
South-East, or Bodmin 
Truro a =e 
West, or St. Ives ... 





Compton, Lord Alwyne F. 
Ashton, T. Gair. 


Gardner, Ernest. 
Loyd, A. K. 
Mount, W. A. 


Rothschild, Hon. L. W. 
Carlile, W. W. 
Grenfell, Major W. H. 


M ‘Calmont, H. L. B. 
Brand, Hon. A. G. 
Greene, W. R. 


Disraeli, Coningsby R. 
Tomkinson, J. 

Tollemache, H. J. 

Chapman, E. 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton. 
Davenport, W. Bromley. 
Brunner, Sir J. T. 

Hoult, J. 


M‘Arthur, W. A. 

Moulton, J. F. 

Caine, W. S. 

Molesworth, Sir L., Bt. 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir E., Bt. 
Hain, E. 





xliv 
CUMBERLAND (4) 
Cockermouth 
Mid, or Penrith 
North, or Eskdale ... 
West, or Egremont 


DERBYSHIRE (7) 
Chesterfield 
High Peak ... 
Ilkeston 
Mid... 
North-East... 
South 
West 


DEVONSHIRE (8) 
East, or Honiton 
Mid, or Ashburton... 
North-East, or Tiverton 
North, or South Molton 
North-West, or Barnstaple 
South, or Totnes ... 
Torquay... bas 
West, or Tavistock 


DORSEISHIRE (4) 
East 
North 
South 
West 


DuRHAM (8) 
Barnard Castle 
3ishop Auckland ... 
Chester-le-Street 
Houghton-le-Spring 
Jarrow 
Mid... 
North-West 
South-East . 


Essex (8) 
East, or Maldon 
Mid, or Chelmsford 
North-East, or Harwich 
North, or Saffron Walden 
South-East ... ae — 
South, or Romford ee 
South-West, or Walthamstow 
West, or Epping 


GLOUCESTERSHIRE (5) 
East, or Cirencester 
Forest of Dean 
Mid, or Stroud 
North, or Tewkesbury 
South, or Thornbury 


HAMPSHIRE (5) 
East, or Petersfield 
New Forest 





LIST OF 


CONSTITUENCIES. 


Randles, J. S. 

Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. W. 
Lowther, C. W. H. 
Bain, J. R. 


Bayley, Thomas. 
Partington, O. 

Foster, Sir B. W. 
Jacoby, J. A. 

3olton, T. D. 

Gretton, J. 

Cavendish, Victor C. W. 


Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H., Bt. 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 


Walrond, Col. Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 


Lambert, G. 

Soares, E. J. 
Mildmay, F. Bingham. 
Barratt, F. L. 

Spear, J. W. 


Sturt, Hon. H. N. 
Digby, J. K. W. 
Brymer, W. E. 
Williams, Col. R. 


Pease, Sir Joseph W., Bt. 
Paulton, J. M. 

Joicey, Sir James, Bt. 
Cameron, Robert. 
Palmer, Sir C. Mark, Bt. 
Wilson, John. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Lambton, Hon. F. W. 


Strutt, Hon. C. H. 

Rasch, Major F. C. 

Round, J. 

Pease, J. A. 

Tufnell, Col. E. 

Sinclair, Louis. 

Morgan, D. J. 

Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. M. 


Bathurst, Hon. A. B. 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir C. W., Bt. 
Allen, C. P. 

Dorington, Sir J. E., Bt. 


Colston, C. E. H. A. 


Nicholson, W. G. 
Montagu, Hon. J. W. E. D. Scott, 
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HAMPSHIRE (5)—cond. 
North, or Basingstoke 
South, or Fareham... 
West, or Andover ... 


HEREFORDSHIRE (2) 
North, or Leominster 
South, or Ross 


HERTFORDSHIRE (4) 
East, or Hertford ... 
Mid, or St. Albans... 
North, or Hitchin ... 
West, or Watford ... 


HUNTINGDONSHIRE (2) 
North, or Ramsey ... 
South, or Huntingdon 


IsLE OF WIGHT (1) 


KENT (8) 
East, or St. Augustine’s 
Isle of Thanet 
Mid, or Medway 


South, or Ashford... 
West, or Sevenoaks 


LANCASHIRE, NORTH (#) 
Blackpool pis si 
Chorley 
Lancaster 


North Lonsdale 


LANCASHIRE, NORTH-EAST (4) 
Accrington... F 
Clitheroe 
Darwen 
Rossendale ... 


LANCASHIRE, SOUTH-EAST (8) 
Eccles : 
Gorton 
Heywood 
Middleton ... 

Prestwich ... 


Stretford 
Westhoughton 


Bootle 
Ince... 
Leigh 
Newton 
Ormskirk 
Southport ... 
Widnes 





LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 


North-East, or Faversham 
North-West, or Dartford ... 


South-West, or Tunbridge 


Radcliffe-cum-Farnw worth . 5s 


LANCASHIRE, SOUTH-WEsT (7) 





Jeffreys, A. F. 
Lee, Lt.-Col. A. H. 
Faber, E. B. 


Rankin, Sir Jas., Bart. 
Clive, Capt. P. A. 


Smith, A. H. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary. 
Hudson, G. B. 
Halsey, T. F. 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Montagu, G. C. 


Seely, Capt. J. E. B. 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers. 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James. 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. 

Howard, Capt. J. 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart, Bt. 
Hardy, Laurence. 

Boscawen, A. Griffith. 

Forster, H. W. 


Worsley-Taylor, H. W. 
Balcarres, Lord. 
Helme, N. W. 
Cavendish, Richd. F. 


Leese, Sir J. F. 

Kay-Shuttleworth. Rt. Hon. Sir U.J. 
Rutherford, John. 

Mather, W. 


Clare, O. L. 
Hatch, E. F. G. 
Kemp, G. 
Fielden, EK. B. 
Cawley, F. 
Taylor, T. C. 
Cripps, C. A. 
Stanley, Lord. 


Sandys, Col. T. M. 

Blundell, Col. H. B. Hollinshed 
Scott, C. P. 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. R. 

Stanley, Hon. Arthur. 

Hall, KE. Marshall. 
Walker, Col. W. H. 








xlvi LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 


LEICESTERSHIRE (4) 
East, or Melton 
Mid, or Loughborough 
South, or Harborough 
West, or Bosworth 


LINCOLNSHIRE (7) 
East Lindsey, or Louth 
Holland, or Spalding 
North Kesteven, or Sleaford 
North Lindsey, or Brigg .. 
South Kesteven, or Stamford 
South Lindsey, or Horncastle 


West Lindsey, or Gainsborough .. 


MIDDLESEX (7) 
Brentford ... 
Ealing 
Enfield 
Harrow 
Hornsey 
Tottenham ... 
Uxbridge 


MONMOUTHSHIRE (3) 
North 
South 
West 


NORFOLK (6) 
East 
Mid... 
North an 
North-West 
South : 
South-West 


NORTHAMPTONSHIRE (4) 
East es 
Mid... 

North 
South 


NORTHUMBERLAND (4) 
Berwick-upon-T'weed 
Hexham 
Tyneside 
Wansbeck ... 


NOTTINGHAMSHIRE (4) 
Bassetlaw ... 
Mansfield ... 
Newark = 
Rushcliffe ... 


OXFORDSHIRE (3) 
Mid, or Woodstock 
North, or Banbury 
South, or Henley ... 


RUTLAND (1) 


Manners, Lord C. R. J. 
Levy, M. 

Logan, J. W. 

M‘Laren, C. B. B. 


Perks, R. W. 

Mansfield, H. R. 

Chaplin, Rt. Hon. H 
Reckitt, H. J. 

Younger, W. 

Willoughby de Eresby, Lord. 
Ormsby-Gore, Hon. 8. F. 


Bigwood, J. 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord George. 
Bowles, Captain H. F. 

Cox, J. E. Bainbridge. 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. 

Howard, J. 

Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. D., Bt. 


M‘Kenna, R. 
Morgan, Col. Hon. F. C. 


Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Vernon. 


Price, R. J. 
Wilson, F. W. 
Gurdon, Sir W. B. 
White, G. 
Soames, A. W. 
Hare, T. L. 


Channing, F. A. 
Spencer, Hon. C. R. 
Sackville, S. G. 8. 
Fitzroy, Hon. J. G. 


Grey, Sir Edward, Bt. 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Smith, H. C. 

Fenwick, C. 


Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir F. G., Bt. 
Markham, A. B. 

Welby, Sir C. G. E., Bt. 

Ellis, J. E. 


Morrell, G. H. 
Brassey, Albert. 
Hermon-Hodge, R. 'T. 


Finch, G. H 
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SHROPSHIRE (4) 

Mid, or Wellington 
North, or Newport 
South, or Ludlow ... 
West, or Oswestry... 


SOMERSETSHIRE (7) 


Bridgwater... 

East 

Frome 

North 

South 

Wells ‘ 

West, or Wellington 


STAFFORDSHIRE (7) 


Burton 
Handsworth 
Kingswinford 
Leek 
Lichfield : 
North-West 
West 


SUFFOLK (5) 


North-East, or Eye 

North, or Lowestoft 
North-West, or Stowmarket 
South-East, or Woodbridge 
South, or Sudbury 


SURREY (6) 


Kingston... 

Mid, or Epsom _.... 
North -East, or W imbledon 
North- West, or Chertsey . 
South-East, or Reigate 
South-West, or Guildford 


SUSSEX (6) 


East, or Rye 

Mid, or Lewes 

North, or East Grinstes af... 
North- West, or Horsham ... 
South, or Eastbourne 
South-West, or Chichester 


WARWICKSHIRE (4) 


North-East, or Nuneaton ... 
North, or Tamworth 
South-East, or Rugby 


South-West, or Stratford-on-Av on 


WESTMORELAND (2) 


North, or Appleby 
South, or Kendal ... 


WILTSHIRE (5) 


East, or Devizes .. 

North, or Cricklade 

North- ‘West, or — 
South, or Wilton ... , 
West, or Westbury 





LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 


Brown, A. H. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. 
More, R. J. 

Gore, Hon. G. R. C. Ormsby. 


Stanley, E. J. 

Hobhouse, Henry. 

Barlow, J. E. 

Llewellyn, Evan H. 
Strachey, E. 

Dickinson, R. E. 
Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 


Ratcliffe, R. F. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H., Bt. 
Webb, Col. W. G. 

Bill, Charles. 

Warner, T. Courtenay T. 
Heath, James. 

Henderson, Alexander. 


Stevenson, F. S. 

Lucas, Col. F. A. 

Malcolm, Ian. 

Pretyman, Capt. E. G. 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert, Bart. 


Skewes-Cox, T. 

Keswick, W. 

Hambro, C. E. 
Leigh-Bennett, H. C. 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry. 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John. 


Brookfield, A. M. 
Fletcher, Sir Hy., Bt. 
Goschen, G. J., jun. 
Johnstone, J. H. 
Hogg, L. 

Talbot, Lord Edmund. 


Newdigate, F. A. 
Muntz, P. A. 
Grant, Corrie. 
Foster, P. S. 


Rigg, R 
Bagot, Capt. J. F. 


Goulding, E. A. 

Fitzmaurice, Lord E. G. Petty. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P., Be. 
Morrison, Lt. J. A. 

Fuller, J. M.F. 





xviii 
WORCESTERSHIRE (5) 
East 

Mid, or Droitwich... 
North be 
South, or Evesham... 
West, or Bewdley ... 


YORKSHIRE, EAST RIDING (3) 
Buckrose a 
Holderness... 
Howdenshire 


YORKSHIRE, NorTH Ripinc (4) 
Cleveland ... mee 
Richmond . 

Thirsk and Malton... 
Whitby 


YorKSHIRE, West Ripine (N.) (5) 
Elland 
Keighley 
Shipley 
Skipton 
Sowerby 


YORKSHIRE, WEsT Ripinc (S ) 8) 
Barnsley ns 
Colne Valley 
Doncaster ... 
Hallamshire 
Holmfirth ... 
Morley 
Normanton 


Rotherham... 


YORKSHIRE, WeEsT Ripina (E.) (6) 
Barkston Ash ee 
Osgoldcross 
Otley 
Pudsey 
Ripon 
Spen V alley 


LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES, 


Chamberlain, J. Austen 
Martin, R. Biddulph. 
Wilson, J. W. 

Long, Col. C. Wigram. 
Baldwin, Alfred. 


White, L. 
Wilson, A. S. 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. 


Pease, A. E. 
Hutton, John. 
Lawson, J. Grant. 


Beckett, E. W. 


Trevelyan, C. P. 

Brigg, John. 

Flannery, Sir J. Fortescue 
Thomson, F. W. 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. J. W. 


Walton, Joseph. 
Kitson, Sir J. B., Bt. 
Fison, F. W. 

Mappin, Sir F. T., Bt. 
Wilson, H. J. 
Hutton, A. E. 
Pickard, B. 

Holland, H. W. 


Gunter, Col. R. 
Austin, Sir John, Bt. 
Duncan, J. H. 
Whiteley, G. 


Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd. 


Whittaker, T. P. 





ENGLAND--METROPOLITAN BOROUGHS (62 Members). 


BATTERSEA AND CLAPHAM @ 
Battersea oe 
Clapham 


BETHNAL GREEN (2) 
North-East... 
South-West 


CAMBERWELL (3) 
Dulwich 
North 
Peckham 


CHELSEA (1) 


Burns, John. 
Thornton, Perey M. 


Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Ridley, 8S. F. 


Maple, Sir J. Blundell 
Macnamara, T. J. 
Banbury, F. G. 


Whitmore, C. A. 








Cro 


DEE 


FIN 


FUL 
GRE 
HAc 


Ha) 
Hay 


IsuI 


LAM 


LEW 
LON 


Mar 


PAD 


St. 
St. J 


SHO! 


Vi 

















LIST 





CroyDON (1) 





DEPTFORD (1) ... 


FINSBURY (3) 
Central 
East 


Holborn 
FULHAM (1) 
GREENWICH (1)... 


HACKNEY (3) 
Central 
North 
South 


HAMMERSMITH (1) 
HAMPSTEAD (1)... 


ISLINGTON (4) 
East 
North 
South 
West 


KENSINGTON (2) 
North 
South 


LAMBETH (+4) 
Brixton 
Kennington 
North 
Norwood 

LEWISHAM (1) ... 


Lonpon, City (2) 


MARYLEBONE (2) 
East... 


West 


NEWINGTON (2) 
Walworth ... 
West 


PADDINGTON (2) 
North 
South 


St. GEORGE'S, HANOVER SQUARE (1)... 


St. PANCRAS (4) 
Fast 
North 
South 
West 
SHOREDITCH (2) 
Haggerston 
Hoxton es ne 
VOL. Ci. [Fourrn Serigs. | 


OF CONSTITUENCIES. 









Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Morton, A. H. A. 


Massey-Mainwaring, Hon. W. F. B. 
Richards, H. C. 


Remnant, J. R. 
Fisher, W. Hayes. 


Cecil, Lord Hugh R. H. 


Allhusen, A. H. E. 
Bousfield, W. R. 
Robertson, T. H. 


Bull, W. J. 


Hoare, E. Brodie. 


Cohen, B. L. 

Bartley, G. C. T. 
Rollit, Sir A. K. 
Lough, Thomas. 


Sharpe, W. E. T. 
Perey, Earl. 


Mowbray, Sir R. G., Bt. 
Cook, F. L. 

Horner, F. W. 

Tritton, C. E. 


Penn, John. 


(Dimsdale, Sir J. C. 


' (Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 


Boulnois, Edmund. 
Scott, Sir 8. E., Bt. 


Bailey, Jas. 
Norton, Capt. C. W. 


Aird, John. 
Fardell, Sir T. G. 
Legge, Col. Hon. H. 


Wrightson, Sir Thos., Bt. 
Moon, E. R. P. 

Jessel, Capt. H. M. 
Graham, H. R. 


Cremer, W. R. 


Hay, Hon. C. G. D. 








] 

SOUTHWARK (3) 
Bermondsey 
Rotherhithe 
West 

STRAND (1) 


TowER HAMLETS (7) 


Bow and Bromle~ ... 


Limehouse ... 

Mile End 

Poplar 

St. George's 

Stepney... 

Whitechapel 
WANDSWORTH (1) 
West Ham (2) 

North 

South 
WESTMINSTER (1) 


WOOLWICH (1)... 


ASHTON-UNDER-LYNE (1) 
ASTON MANOR (1) 
BARROW-IN-FURNESS (1). 
Barn, Crry (2) ... 
BEDFORD (1) 
BIRKENHEAD (1) 
BIRMINGHAM, City (7) 

Bordesley .. 

Central 

Yast 

Edgbaston ... 

North 


South 
West 


3LACKBURN (2)... 


30LTON (2) 


Boston (1) 


3RADFORD, City (3) 
Central 
East 
West 


SRIGHTON (2) 


LIST 





OF 





ENGLAND—PROVINCIAL CITIES AND BOROUGHS (164 Members). 


’ \ Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 





CONSTITUENCIES. 


Cust, H. J. C. 
Macdona, J. Cumming: 
Causton, R. K. 


Smith, Hon. W. F. D. 


Guthrie, W. M. 
Samuel, Harry 5. 
Charrington, Spencer. 
Buxton, Sydney C. 
Dewar, T. R. 

Gordon, Major W. E. E. 
Samuel, S. M. 


Kimber, Hy. 


Gray, Ernest. 
Banes, Major G. E. 


3urdett-Coutts, W. L. Ashmead B. 


Hughes, Col. Edwin. 


Whiteley, H. J. 
Cecil, FE, 
Cayzer, Sir C. W. 


{ Murray, Col. C. Wyndham. 


‘** | Wodehouse, Rt. Hon. FE. R. 


Pym, C. Guy. 


Lees, Sir Elliott, Bt. 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse. 
Parkes, Ebenezer. 

Stone, Sir J. Benjamin. 

Lowe, F. W. 

Middlemore, J. T. 

Williams, J. Powell- 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. Joseph 


{ Hornby, Sir W. H., Bt. 


* (Coddington, Sir W., Bt. 


j Cross, H. S. 


* \ Harwood, G. 


Garfit, W. 


Wanklyn, J. L. 
Greville, Capt. Hon. R. H. Fulke. 
Flower, Ernest S. F. 


{ Loder, Gerald W. E. 
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BRISTOL, City (4) 
East ii 
North 
South 
West 

BURNLEY (1) 

Bury (1) 

Bury St. Epmunps (1) 


CAMBRIDGE (1) ... 


CANTERBURY, CirTy (1)... 


CARLISLE, City (1) 
CHATHAM (1) 
CHELTENHAM (1) 
CHESTER, CiTy (1) 
CHRISTCHURCH (1) 
COLCHESTER (1) 
COVENTRY (1) 


DARLINGTON (1) 


DERBY (2) 


DEVONPORT (2) ... 
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PARIIAMENTARY PAPERS (RECESS). I. 
The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the following Papers Il 








































having been commanded to be presented to this House by His Majesty "3 
had been so presented on the following dates by delivery to the Clerk of 
the Parliaments, pursuant to Order of House of the 17th February, V. F 
1896, viz :— 42 F 

’ V. Ih 


COLONIES :— 

I. Annual Reports—No. 330. Straits Settlements, 1900 (August 29th) ; 
No, 331. Fiji, 1900 (September 10th); No. 332. St. Lucia, 1900 (Sep- 
tember 10th); No. 333. Seychelles, 1900 (September 24th); No. 334. o.. 
Falkland Islands, 1900 (October Ist) ; No. 335. Mauritius and Rodrigues, VI. th 
1900 (October 28th) ; No. 336. British New Guinea 1900 (October 28th) ; 
No. 337. Leeward Islands, 1900 (October 28th); No. 338. Trinidad and VIL. ¢ 
Tobago, 1900 (October 30th) ; No. 339. British Honduras, 1900 (Novem- 
ber 9th) ; No. 340. Hong Kong, 1900 (November 19th); No. 341. Ceylon, 
1900 (November 21st); No. 342. Gibraltar, 1900 (November 28th); No. 
343. Basutoland, 1900 (December 10th); No. 344. Gold Coast, 1900 
(December 17th) ; No, 345. Grenada, 1900 (December 28th). 
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II. Miscellaneous Reports—No. 17. Gilbert and Ellice Islands (September 3] 


18th); No. 18. Hong Kong (October 28th) ... oe < es ——— 
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TREATY SERIES.—No. 7 (1901). Convention between the United Kingdom and I, 


Denmark, for the exchange of Press telegrams at reduced rates. Signed 
at Copenhagen, 15th August, 1901. (September 30th); No. 8 (1901). 
Treaty between the United Kingdom and Servia for the mutual surrender Ul 
of fugitive criminals. Signed at Belgrade, 6th December, 23rd November, 
1900. Ratifications exchanged at Belgrade, 13th March, 28th February, 


1901. (November 7th); No. 9 (1901). International Convention for the SANKD 

pacific settlement of International disputes. Signed at the Hague, 29th (S 
July, 1899. (With an appendix containing certificates of exchange of such 

Ratifications of Powers parties to the Convention, as had been deposited at Post 

The Hague down to 15th July, 1901); No. 10 (1901). International Ceo 

Convention for adopting the maritime warfare, the principles of the tel 
Geneva Convention of 22nd August, 1864. Signed at The Hague, 29th 

July, 1899. With an appendix containing certificates of exchange of such TRADE 

Ratifications of Powers parties to the Convention as had been deposited at an 

The Hague down to 15th July, 1901); No. 11 (1901). International Ge 

Convention with respect to the laws and customs of war by land. Signed Ne 

at The Hague, 29th July, 1899. (With an appendix containing certificates Ne 

of exchange of such Ratifications of Powers parties to the Convention as had Ita 

been deposited at The Hague down to 15th July, 1901.) (December 31st.) 43 Sia 
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AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS (IRELAND) :— No 

I. Abstract showing the acreage under crops and the number of live stock in 27 

each county and province, 1900-1901. (August 22nd.) 

No 

II. (Migratory Labourers)—Report and Tables relating to Irish migratory No 

agricultural and other labourers, for the year 1901. (December 3rd.) No 

III. Tables showing the extent in statute acres and the produce of the crops, for . 

the year 1901. (December 28th.) ee ie oc Be oe 14 30 

INDIA :— Fre 

(So 

I. (Statistical Abstract). Statistical Abstract relating to British India, from (Ne 

No 


1890-1891 to 1899-1900. Thirty-fifth Number. (August 23rd.) 
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II. (Sanitary Measures.) Report on sanitary measures in India in 1899-1900. 
(November 21st.) 
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. Royal Engineering College—Further Papers respecting. (October 28th.) 
V. Indian Plague Commission. 
1. Indices to evidence, glossary, maps, and summary: Vol. IV. 
(September 28th.) 
2. Report of 1898-1899, with appendices and summary : Vol. V. 


VI. Indian Famine Commission—Report of, for 1901, and papers relating 
thereto. 


VII. China Expedition, 1900-1901—Correspondence relating to the evacuation 
of the Summer Palace at Peking by the British troops. (December 20th.) 44 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY.—Report of Deputy Adjutant-General. (August 24th.) 45 


PRISONS (ENGLAND AND WALES).—Report of Commissioners, for year ended 
31st March, 1901. (August 24th.) foe va a a Sage ae 





BoARD OF AGRICULTURE (COMMITTEE ON SCOTTISH AGRICULTURAL PRICES).— 
I. Report of Departmental Committee upon existing methods of collecting 
and recording the prices of agricultural products in Scotland ; with 

copy of minute. (September 13th.) 


II. Minutes of evidence. (October 19th.) ... is ahi ap ea £5 


BANKING, RAILWAY, AND SHIPPING STATISTICS (IRELAND).—Report for 1900. 


(September 16th.) 45 
Post OFFICE (PARCELS POST BETWEEN UNITED KINGDOM AND UrvuGUAY).— 

Copy of Agreement between British Uruguayan, Post Offices. (Sep- 

tember 19th.) sd 45 


TraDE KEports.—Annual Series: Diplomatic and Consular Reports on Trade 
and Finance—No. 2696. Brazil (Bahia.) (August 30th.) No. 2697. 
Germany (Dantzig); No. 2698. Russia (Riga.) (September 3rd.) 
No. 2698. Portugal (Chinde); No. 2700. Chile. (September 10th.) 
No. 2701. Belgium; No. °2702. Brazil (Rio Grande do Sul); No. 2703. 

, Italy (Rome) ; No. 2704. United States. (September 14th.) No. 2705. 

43 Siam (Bangkok); No. 2706. France (Dahomey); No. 2707. Turkey (Baghdad). 

(September 20th.) No. 2708. Russia (St. Petersburg). (September 26th.) 

No. 2709. Russia (Odessa) ; No. 2710. France (Algeria). September 28th.) 

2711. Borneo (Sarawak) ; No. 2712. Turkey (Bussorah). (October 2nd.) 

No. 2713. China (Soochow) ; No. 2714. China (Kiungchow). (Octooer 4th.) 

No. 2715. Austria-Hungary (Bosnia and Herzegovina). (October 12th.) 

No. 2716. Italy (Sicily). (October 15th.) No. 2717. Siam (Chiengmai) ; 

No. 2718. Zanzibar; No. 2719. Russia (Reval); No. 2720. Siam (Nan). 

(October 22nd.) No. 2721. Portugal (Angola); No. 2722. Africa (British 

Central Africa Protectorate); No. 2723. Morocco (Tangier). (October 

30th.) No. 2724. Brazil (Rio de Janeiro). (November 6th.) No. 2725. 

France (Senegal.) No. 2726. Norway (Supplementary) ; No. 2727. France 

(Society Islands). (November 15th); No. 2728. Japan (North Formosa). 

(November 26th.) No. 2729. Russia (Trans-Caucasus). (December 6th.) 

No. 2730. Turkey (Salonica); No. 2731. China (Shanghai); No. 2732 
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Further return respecting refugee camps (in continuation of [Cd. 694.) | 
(September 23rd.) 


Return of numbers of persons in the Concentration Camps in South 
Africa, September 1901. (October 29th.) 


Reports, &c., on the working of the refugee camps in the Transvaal, 
Orange River Colony, Cape Colony, and Natal. (November 18th.) 


Despatches by General Lord Kitchener, dated 8th August, 8th September, 
and &th October 1901, relative to military operations in South Africa, 
including a supplementary despatch, dated 18th October, on the 
actions at Itala Mount, Fort Prospect, Moedwill. (December 3rd.) 


. Further Papers relating to the working of the refugee camps in the 


Transvaal, Orange River Colony, and Natal (in continuation of [Cd. 
819], November 1901. (December 10th.) 

Correspondence relative to the treatment of natives by the Boers. 
(December 12th.), 

Further correspondence relative to the treatment of natives by the 
Boers. (December 28th.) 

Further correspondence relating to affairs in South Africa (in continuation 
of (Cd. 547], April 1901.) 


. Further Papers relating to the working of the refuge camps in South 
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Transvaal—Further Papers relating to legislation in the Transvaal 

affecting natives (in continuation of |Cd. 714], July 1901.) (January 
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INEBRIATES AcTs.-—Report of the Inspector, containing the Twenty-first Report 
of Retreats and the second Report on Reformatories licensed and certified 
under the Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 1899, for 1900. (September 28th.) 


CroFTeR COLONISATION.—Twelfth Report of the Commissioners on Colonization 
in Canada of crofters and cottars from Western Highlands and Islands of 
Scotland ; with appendices. (October 2nd.)... 
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I. Report of Committee appointed by the Secretary of State to consider the 
reorganization of the Army and Indian Nursing Service. 
II. Report of Committee appointed by the Secretary of State to consider the 
reorganization of the Army Medical Services. (October 4th.) 
I{I. Order in Council defining the duties of the principal officers of the War 
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WorRKMEN’S COMPENSATION.—Statistics of proceedings under Workmen's 
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EMPLOYMENT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN :— 


I. Report of the Secretary of State for the Home Department by the Inter- 
Departmental Committee appointed to inquire into the question of the 
employment of children during school age. (November 29th.) 


II, Minutes of evidence taken before the Inter-Departmental Committee 
appointed to inquire into the question of the employment of school 
children ; with appendices and index. (January 3rd.) 


EXPLOSIVES :— 


I. (Explosives at a firework factory at Longlands, near Ossett)—Report to 
the Secretary of State for tae Home Department by Captain A. P. H. 
Desborough, His Majesty’s Inspector of Explosives, on the circum- 
stances attending an explosion which occurred during the operation of 
forming coloured stars at the factory of Mr. Mark Ellis Riley, at Long- 
lands, near Ossett, on the 26th September 1901. (December 10th.) 


II. (Explosion at the Elterwater Gunpowder Factory, near Ambleside)— 
Report to the Right Hon. the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department by Captain M. B. Lloyd, His Majesty’s Inspector of 
Explosives, on the circumstances attending an explosion which 
occurred during repairs to the corning house, at the factory of the 
Elterwater Gunpowder Company, Limited, Elterwater, near Amble- 
side, on the 23rd October 1901. (December 21st.) 


M1nES.—Report to His Majesty’s Secretary of State for the Home Department -- 


I. By J. B. Atkinson, Esq., one of His Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines, on 
the circumstances attending the accident which occurred on the 26th 
August, 1901, at the Donibristle Colliery, Fife. (December 4th.) 


II. By J. 8. Martin, Esq., one of His Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines, on the 
circumstances attending an explosion which occurred at Llanbradach 
Colliery, near Cardiff, on the 10th September 1901. (December 10th.) 


III. By W. N. Atkinson, Esq., one of His Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines, on 
the circumstances attending the accident which occurred at ‘Talk-o’-th’- 
Hill Colliery, Staffordshire. (December 12th.) 


LigHT RaILways Act, 1896 :— 


I. Orders made by the Light Railway Commissioners, and modified and 
confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the construction of— 


1. Light Railways in the city of Wakefield and the townships of Horbury, 
Alverthorpe, Sandal, Magna, and Outwood, in the West Kiding of 
the county of York. 

. A light railway in the counties of Norfolk and Suffolk, from Bury 
St. Edmunds to Stanton, Walsham-le-Willows, South Lopham, and 
Diss. 

3. Light railways in the boroughs of Kidderminster and Bewdley, and in 

the parish of Kidderminster Foreign in the rural district of Kidder- 
minster, in the county of Worcester. 
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4, Light railways in the urban districts of Richton, Clayton-le-Moors, Great 
Harwood and Padiham, the rural districts of Clitheroe and Burnley, 
and the parishes or townships of Read, Simonstone, and Whalley, and 
(under certain conditions) in the county borvugh of Blackburn, ail in 

the county palatine of Lancaster. 
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5. Light railways in the city of Durham, the parish of Brancepeth, the 
urban district of Brandon and Byshottles, and the parishes of Bear- 
park, Neville’s Cross, and St. Oswald’s, in the county of Durham. 

6. Light railways in the county of Derby, from Derby to Ashbourne. 


~J 


. Light railways in the county of Somerset, in the city and county 
borough of Bath, and in the rural district of Bath. 

. Light railways in the parish of Mitcham, in the rural district of Croydon, 
in the county of Surrey. 


va) 


9. A light railway in the county of Essex to join the proposed Elsenham, 
Thaxted, and Bardfield Light Railway with the Colne Valley and 
Halstead Railway. 


10. Light railways in the rural district of Halesowen, in the county of 
Worcester. 


11. A light railway in the county of Somerset from Bridgwater to Nether 
Stowey and Stogursey. (December 14th.) 
II. Orders made by the Light Railway Commissioner, and confirmed by the 
Board of Trade, amending :— 
. The Welshpool and Llanfair Light Railway Order, 1899. 
. The Hadlow Light Railway Order, 1897. 
. The Tanat Valley Light Railway Order, 1898. 
The Amesbury and Military Camp Light Railway Order, 1898. 
(December 14th.) Ses sus ve "ai vis om Sys 
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NATIONAL Epucation (IRELAND).—I. Appendix (Section II.) to the Annual 
Report of the Commissioners for the year 1900. II. Appendix (Section IIT.) 
to the Annual Report of the Commissioners for the year 1900. (December 
16th.) aa 


JUDICIAL STATISTICS (SCOTLAND) Act, 1869.—Report for the year 1900. 
(December 20th.) x me Sie ses pus - ath 


LocaL TAXATION (IRELAND).—Returns for the year 1899-1900. (December 
20th.) ... bes ra ‘ee i ss ss ‘ 


POLIcE (METROPOLIS).—Report of the Commissioner of Police of the Metropolis 
for the year 1900. (December 21st.)... _ - = 


RatLways (Continuous Brakks).—Return by railway companies of the United 
Kingdom for the six months ended 30th June, 1901. (January 7th.) 


Unitep States, No. I. (1902.)—Correspondence respecting the Treaty signed 
at Washington 18th November, 1901, relative to the establishment of 
communication by ship canal between the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans. 
(January 15th.) ‘The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
SoutH Arica (DespatcuEs).—Despatches by General Lord Kitchener, relative 
to military operations in South Africa :-— 
1. Dated 8th November, 1901 (in continuation of [Cd. 820].) 
2. Dated 8th December, 1901 (in continuation of [Cd. 823].) 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 
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SuPREME CourT OF JUDICATURE —I. General Rules, dated 13th December, 
1901, of the Supreme Court. II. Rule, 1902 ee a5 ‘a i 


Lunacy.—Report to the Lord Chancellor of visits made, patients seen, and 
miles travelled hy visitors of lunatics, between Ist April, 1901, and 30th 
September, 1901 ¥ ' sti ie 


INDIA :-— 


!, (Loans raised in England.) Return of all loans raised in England 
under the provisions of any Acts of Parliament, chargeable on the 
revenues of India, outstanding at the commencement of the half- 
year ended on the 30th September, 1901, with the rates of interest 
and total amount payable thereon, and the date of the termination 
of each loan, the debt incurred during the half-year, the moneys raised 
thereby during the half-year, the loans paid off or discharged during 
the half-year, and the loans outstanding at the close of the half-year, 
stating, so far as the public convenience will allow, the purpose or 
service for which moneys have been raised during the half-year. 


II. (Loans raised in India.) Return of all loans raised in India chargeable 
on the revenues of India, outstanding at the commencement of the 
half-year ended on the 30th September, 1901, with the rates of 
interest and total amount payable thereon, and the date of the 
termination of each loan, the debt incurred during the half-vear, 
the moneys raised thereby during the half-year, the loans paid off 
or discharged during the half-year, and the loans outstanding at the 
close of the half-year, stating, so far as the public convenience will 
allow, the purpose or service for which moneys have been raised 
during the half-year 


GENERAL Prisons (IRELAND) Act, 1877.—Order closing the prisons at Carrick- 
on-Shannon, Enniskillen, Mullingar, Omagh, Wicklow, and Drogheda 


INCLOSURE, Erc., EXPENSES Act, 1868.—Fees to be taken in respect of 
transactions under the Tithes Acts, 1836 to 1891, in accordance with the 
provisions of the Inclosure, &c., Expenses Act, 1868 


BANK OF ENGLAND.—Return of the amount of notes issued more than forty 
years which have not been presented for payment, and which have been 
written off from the total amount of notes issued from the Issue Department 
of the Bank of England 


CuetseA HospitaL.—-Accounts of the receipts and expenditure of the 
Commissioners of Chelsea Hospital in respect of Army Prize and Legacy 
Funds, &c., for the year ended 31st March, 1901 ; together with the report 
of the Comptroller and Auditor-General thereon. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to the Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table ... sis ae By: “58 


SuPREME CouRT OF JUDICATURE (SurTors’ FunpDs).—-Account of the receipts 
and expenditure of the Paymster-General on behalf of the Supreme Court 
of Judicature, in respect of the funds of suitors of the: court in the year 
ended 28th February, 1901 ; also account of the National Debt Commissioners 
for the same period in respect of funds held by them on behalf of the 
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SUPERANNUATION :— 

I. Treasury minutes declaring that professional or other peculiar qualifica- 
tions not ordinarily to be acquired in the public service are required 
for the due and efficient discharge of the duties of — 

1. Director of engineering and architectural works under the Board of 
Admiralty. 


2. Instructor in antique life drawing and anatomy at the Royal College 
of Art. 


II. Treasury minutes granting retired allowances to the following persons 
under Section 2 of the Superannuation Act, 1887— 


1. Walter Innes Pocock, higher division clerk, Local Government Board, 
Ireland. (31st May, 1900.) 


2. William Henry Joyce, resident magistrate, Ireland. (18th November, 
1901.) 


III. Treasury minutes, declaring that the following persons were appointed 
without a civil service certificate through inadvertance on the part of 
the heads of their departments— 

1. John Thomas Staines, artificer, Royal Small Arms Factory, War Office. 
(18th October, 1901.) 


2. Michael Fitzpatrick, rural postman, Post Office. (11th November.) 


3. Richard Peace Nott, 2nd class sorting clerk, Post Office. (20th 
November, 1901) ... ae ANE ~ _ oe 


GENERAL LIGHTHOUSE FuNpD.-—An account of the General Lighthouse Fund, 
under the Acts 57th and 58th Victoria, chap. 60, sec. 679 ; and 61st and 
62nd Victoria, chap. 44, showing the income and expenditure for the year 
ended 31st March, 1901 


PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND TRADE Marks Acts.—Patent Rules, 1901, under the 
Patents, Designs, and Trade Marks Acts, 1883 to 1888 


GREENWICH HospitTaL Acts.—Order in Councils :-— 


1. Of 26th of September, 1901, authorising the payment to non-pensioners 
of certain allowances from the funds of Greenwich Hospital. 


2. Of 4th of November, 1901, authorising the grant of a pension of 1301. 
a year from the funds of the Greenwich Hospital to the late medical 
officer at the Royal Hospital School. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING Act, 1894.—Order in Councils :-— 
1. Of 26th September, 1901, applying the provisions of sub-section (1) of 
section 238 of “The Merchant Shipping Act, 1894” (Merchant 
Seamen Deserters), in the case of the Republic of Honduras. 
2. OF the 4th November, 1901, confirming pilotage byelaws made by the 
Trinity House of Kingston-upon-Hull ... 


DockYARD Ports REGULATION Act, 1865.—Order in Council of 26th September, 
1901, defining the limits of the dockyard port of Berehaven - F 


EXTRADITION ACT, 1870.—Order in Council of 26th September, 1901, entitled, 
“The Straits Settlements Extradition Order, 1901” ss ide ae 
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FoREIGN JURISDICTION AcT, 1890.—Order in Councils of 26th September, 
1901 :— 


1. Entitled ‘The Northern Territories (Gold Coast) Order in Council, 1901.” 
2. Entitled “The Ashanti Order in Council; 1901.” 

3. Entitled ‘“‘The Gold Coast Order in Council, 1901.” 

4. Revoking the Order in Council of 29th December, 1887, relating to 


British Jurisdiction in divers countries on the W est Coast of Afric: a 
near or adjacent to the Gold Coast Colony 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES ACT, 1878 AND 1889, AND WEIGHTS AND MEASURES 
Act (Metric System) Act, 1897.—Orders in Council of 4th November, 
1901, fixing fees to be paid on the verification and stamping of weights, 
measures, and weighing instruments of the metric system .. bs 


LAND TRANSFER Act, 1897.—Order in Council of 10th December, 1901, 
further postponing the operation of the Order in Council of 18th July, 
1898, as regards the City of London, to the 1st March, 1902 


GOVERNMENT OF INDIA ACT, 1858.—Order in Council of 10th December, 1901, 
approving a statement of proposed new and revised appointments and 
alterations of salaries in the establishment of the Secretary of State for 
India in Council 


WINTER ASSIZES Act, 1876.—Order in Council of 10th December, 1901, amend- 
ing the Order in Council of 28th July, 1893, with respect to the Winter 
and Summer Assizes in the North and South Wales Circuits. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


MARGATE PIER AND Harsour ComMpANy.-—Report and statements of accounts 
for year ended 5th April, 1901 oe ne 


MersEY Docks AND Harsour Boarp.—Accounts for year ended Ist July, 
1901. Delivered (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table ‘ 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877.—Statute made by the 
Governing Body of Peterhouse or St. Peter’s College, Cambridge, on 
16th March, 1901, in substitution of Statute X XIX. of the Statutes “of the 
Ccllege. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and to be printed. (No. 1) 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes past seven o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 16TH JANUARY, 1902. 


Message to attend His Majesty. 

The House went, and returned. 

Writs Issuep puriING Recess.—Mr. Speaker acquainted the House that he 
had issued Warrants for New Writs for County of Lanark (North East 
Division) in the room of John Colville, esquire, deceased ; Galway, the 

hon. Martin Henry Fitzpatrick Morris, called up to the House of Peers ... 
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GALWAy ELEcTion—PosiTion oF Mr. LyNcH.—Questions, Earl Perey (Kensing- 
ton, 8.), Mr. Winston Churchill vgusaatiine and Mr. Horner ‘sass N. i 
Ruling, Mr. Speaker 


New Writ.—For the Borough of Hampstead, in the room of Edward Brodie 
Hoare, esquire (Chiltern Hundreds)-—(Sir William Walrond) 


CriminaL LAW AND PRocEDURE (IRELAND) ACT, 1887 (IMPRISONMENT OF Mr. 
Conor O’KELLY).—Mr. Speaker acquainted the House that he had received 
a letter relating to proceedings under The Criminal Law and Procedure 
(Ireland) Act, 1887, against a Member of this House—JMr. Swift MacNeill 
(Donegal, S.) “ 


RESIGNATION OF THE CLERK OF THE HousE.—Mr. Speaker read to the House 
a letter he had received from Mr. Archibald Milman, late Clerk of the 
House 


A Member took and subscribed the Oath ... 


New Mewpers Sworn.—Edmund Beckett Faber, esquire, for County of Hants 
(Western or Andover Division) - Sir William Henry Rattigan, knight, K.C., 
County of Lanark (North Eastern Division) .. 


ELECTIONS :— 

Ordered, That all Members who are returned for two or more places in 
any part of the United Kingdom do make their Election for which of 
the places they will serve, within one week after it shall appear that 
there is no question upon the Return for that place; and if anything 
shall come in question touching the Return or Election of any Member, 
he is to withdraw during the time the matter is in debate ; and that all 
Members returned upon double Returns do withdraw till their Returns 
are determined. 


Resolved, That no Peer of the Realm, except such Peers of Ireland as shall 
for the time being be actually elected, and shall not have declined to 
serve, for any county, city, or borough of Great Britain, hath any 
right to give his vote in the Election of any Member to serve in Par- 
liament. 

Motion made, and Question proposed— 

“ That it is a high infringement of the liberties and privileges of the 
Commons of the United Kingdom for any Lord of Parliament, or other 
Peer or Prelate, not being a Peer of Ireland at the time elected, and not 
having declined to serve for any county, city, or Borough of Great 
Britain, to concern himself in the election of Members to serve for the 
Coramons in Parliament, except only any Peer of Ireland, at such Elec- 
tions in Great Britain respectively where such Peer shall appear as a 
candidate, or by himself, or any others, be proposed to be elected ; or 
for any Lord Lieutenant or Governor of any county to avail himself 
of any authority derived from his commission, to influence the Election 
of any Member to serve for the Commons in Parliament.”—(Mr. A. J. 


Balfour.) 


Amendment proposed-— 
“To leave out from the word ‘ Kingdom,’ in line 3, to the word 
‘for,’ in line 9.”—(Mr. James Lowther.) 


Question put, “That the words sci to he left out stand es of the 
Question.” ; ve ar 
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The House divided :—Ayes, 341 ; Noes, 86. (Division List No. 1.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That it is a high infringement of the liberties and privileges of 
the Commons of the United Kingdom for any Lord of Parliament, or 
other Peer or Prelate, not being a Peer of Ireland at the time elected, 
and not having declined to serve for any county, city, or borough of 
Great Britain, to concern himself in the election of Members to serve 
for the Commons in Parliament, except only any Peer of Ireland, at 
such Klections in Great Britain respectively where such Peer shall 
appear as a candidate, or by himself, or any others, be proposed to be 
elected ; or for any Lord Lieutenant or Governor of any county to avail 

60 himself of any authority derived from his Commission, to influence the 

election of any Member to serve for the Commons in Parliament. 


Resolved, That if it shall appear that any person hath been elected or 
returned a Member of this House, or endeavoured so to be, by Bribery, 
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62 or any other corrupt practices, this House will proceed with the 
utmost severity against all such persons as shall have been wilfully 
63 concerned in such Bribery or other corrupt practices ... sca joie ae 


WITNESSES :— 

Resolved, That if it shall appear that any person hath been tampering 
63 with any Witness, in respect of his evidence to be given to this House, 
or any Committee thereof, or directly or indirectly hath endeavoured 
to deter or hinder any person from appearing or giving evidence, 
the same is declared to be a high crime or misdemeanor ; and this 
House will proceed with the utmost severity against such offender. 


Resolved, That if it shall appear that any person hath given false evidence 
in any case before this House, or any Committee thereof, this House 
will proceed with the utmost severity against such offender ... —- @ 


METROPOLITAN PoLice.—Ordered, That the Commissioners of the Police of the 
Metropolis do take care that, during the Session of Parliament, the 
passages through the streets leading to this House be kept free and open, 
and that no obstruction be permitted to hinder the passage of Members 
to and from this House, and that no disorder be allowed in Westminster 
Hall, or in the passages leading to this House, during the Sitting of Par- 
liament, and that there be no annoyance therein or thereabouts; and 
that the Serjeant at Arms attending this House do communicate this 
Order to the Commissioners aforesaid... vr Lie ve vis ae 


VoTES AND PROCEEDINGS.—Ordered, That the Votes and Proceedings of this 
House be printed, being first perused by Mr. Speaker; and that he do 
appoint the printing thereof; and that no person but such as he shall 
appoint do presume to print the same sine ae he me 


PRIVILEGES.—Ordered, That a Committee of Privileges be appointed ... eer” Sa 





OUTLAWRIES Brtu.—‘ For the more effectual preventing Clandestine Out- 
lawries,” read the first time ; to be read a second time ise ie wet tO 


JOURNAL :— 
Ordered, That the Journal of this House, froin the end of the last Session 

to the end of the present Session, with an Index thereto, be printed. 
Ordered, That 500 Copies of the said Journal and Index be printed by 

63 the appointment and under the direction of the Clerk of this House. 
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Ordered, That the said Journal and Index be printed by such person as 
shall be licensed by Mr. 7 iker, and that no other person do presume 
to print the same . ee ' “ei om vies 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS (RECESS). 


The following Papers, presented by Royal Command during the Recess, 
were delivered to the Librarian of the House of Commons during the 
Recess, pursuant to the Standing Order of the 14th August, 1896 : 


Prisons (England and W Commissioners of 
Prisons and Directors of Convict Prisons, with Appendices, for the year 
ended 31st March, 1901. 





Inebriates Acts (Inspectors’ Report).—Copy of Twenty-first Report of the 
Inspectors of Retreats, 2nd the Second Report of the Inspector of Certified 
Reformatories, under the Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 1899, for the year 1900. 


Workmen’s Compensation.—Copy of Statistics of Proceedings under The 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, and The Employers’ Liability Act, 
18£0, during the year 1900. 


Mines and Quarries. —Copy of General Report and Statistics for the year 

1900, Part III., Output; General Report and Statistics relating to the 
Output and Value of the Minerals raised in the United Kingdom, the 
amount and value of the metals produced, and the exports and imports of 
Minerals. 


University Education in Ireland (Royal Commission).—Copy of First Report 
of the Commissioners appointed to inquire into the present condition of 
the Higher, General, and Technical Education available in Ireland outside 
Trinity College, Dublin (Vol. I., Report ; Vol. II., Appendix, with Minutes 
of Evidence). 


Factories and Workshops.—Copy of Supplement to the Annual Report of 
the Chief Inspector for 1900 (Fourth and Fifth Annual Returns of Persons 
employed in Factories). 


Reformatory and Industrial Schools (Great Britain).—Copy of Forty-fourth 
Report of His Majesty’s Inspector of Reformatory and Industrial Schools 
for 1900. Part II. General Report and Appendices III. to XI. 


Employment of School Children.—Copy of Report to the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department by the Inter-Departmental Committee appointed 
to inquire into the question of the Employment of Children during school age. 


Mines (Accident at Donibristle Colliery, Fifeshire)—Copy of Report to the 
Secretary of State for the Home Department by J. B. Atkinson, Esq., one 
of His Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines, on the circumstances attending the 
Accident which occurred at the Donibristle Colliery, Fifeshire, on the 
26th August, 1901. 


Explosions (Firework Factory at Longlands, near Ossett).—Copy of Report 
by Captain A. P. H. Desborough, His Majesty’s Inspector of Explosives, 
to the Secretary of State for the Home Department, on the circumstances 
attending an Explosion which occurred during the operation of forming 
coloured | stars at the Factory of Mr. Mark E lis Riley, at Longlands, near 
Ossett, on the 26th September, 1901. 
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Mines (Explosion at Llanbradach Colliery, near Cardiff)—Copy of Report 
to the Secretary of State for the Home Department by Joseph S. Martin, 
Esq,, one of His Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines, on the circumstances 
attending an Explosion which occurred at Llanbradach Colliery, near 
Cardiff, on the 10th September, 1901. 


Mines (Explosion at Talk-o’-th’-Hill Colliery, Staffordshire).—Copy of 
teport to the Secretary of State for the Home Department by W. N. 
Atkinson, Esq., one of His Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines, on the cireum- 
stances attending the Accident which occurred at Talk-o’-th’-Hill Colliery, 
Staffordshire, on the 27th May, 1901. 


Explosion (Elterwater Gunpowder Factory, near Ambleside).—Copy of 
Report by Captain M. B. Lloyd, R.A., His Majesty’s Inspector of Ex- 
plosives, to the Secretary of State for the Home Department, on the cir- 
cumstances attending an Explosion which occurred during repairs to the 
corning house at the Factory of the Elterwater Gunpowder Company, 
Limited, Elterwater, near Ambleside, on the 23rd October, 1901. 


Police ( Metropolis).—-Copy of Report of the Commissioner of Police for the 
Metropolis for 1900. 


Employment of School Children.—Copy of Minutes of Evidence taken 
before the Inter-Departmental Committee, appointed by the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, to inquire into the question of the 
Employment of School Children, with Appendices and Index. 


University Education in Ireland (Royal Commission).—Copy of Second 
Report of the Commissioners appointed to inquire into the present condition 
of the Higher, General, and Technical Education available in Ireland out- 
side Trinity College, Dublin, together with Appendix (Minutes of Evidence 
taken in November and December, 1901). 


East India (Statistical Abstract).—Copy of Statistical Abstract relating to 
British India from 1890-91 to 1899-1900, Thirty-fifth Number. 


East India (Trade).—Copy of Review of Trade in India for 1900-1901. 


. East India (Royal Indian Engineering College).—Copy of Further Papers 


in regard to the Royal Engineering College. 


East India (Sanitary Measures).—Copy of Report on Sanitary Measures in 
India in 1899-1900, Volume X XXIII. 





Copy of Report of the Indian Famine Commission, 
1901, and Papers relating thereto. 


2. Indian Plague Commission, 1898-9.—Copy of Indices to the Evidence taken 


by the Indian Plague Commission, also Glossary, Maps, and Summary of 
the Report and Appendices, Volume IV. 


Indian Plague Commission, 1898-9.—Copy of Report of the Indian Plague 
Commission, with Appendices and Summary, Volume V. 


. East India (China Expedition, 1900-1901). —Copy of Correspondence 


relating to the Evacuation of the Summer Palace at Peking by the British 
Troops. 


South Africa.—Copy of Further Return of numbers of Persons in the 
Refugee Camps in South Africa, August, 1901. 


Army (Military Prisons).—Copy of Report on the Discipline and Manage- 
ment of Military Prisons, 1900. 
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27. Army (Reorganisation of Medical Services).—Copy of Report of Com- *. = 
mittee appointed by the Secretary of State to consider the Reorganisation fo 
of the Army Medical Services. 
Ls ‘ , ea ae 47, Ir 
28. Army (Reorganisation of the Army and Indian Nursing Service).—Copy Re 
of Report of Committee appointed by the Secretary of State to consider 
the Reorganisation of the Army and Indian Nursing Service. 48. Ce 
Pr 
29. South Africa.—Copy of Return of numbers of Persons in the Concentration - 
Camps in South Africa, September, 1901. 49. - 
Xe 
30. Army.—Copy of Order in Council defining the duties of the Principal 6 N 
Officers of the War Department. 50. Re 
31. South Africa.—Copy of Reports, &c., on the Working of the Refugee “Ir 
Camps in the Transvaal, Orange River Colony, Cape Colony and Natal. 5 re 
32. South Africa (Despatches).—Copy of Despatches by General Lord Kitchener, 50. Ir 
dated 8th August, 8th September, and 8th October, 1901, relative to ee 
Military Operations in South Africa, including a Supplementary «Despatch, 
dated 18th October, on the Actions at Itala Mount, Fort Prospect, and 53. Ir 
Moedwill. fix 
33. Army (Imperial Yeomanry).—Copy of Report of the Deputy Adjutant 54. As 
General of the Imperial Yeomanry regarding the Force and its future ste 
Organisation. 
a ; ; 55. Lo 
34. South Africa.—Copy of Correspondence relative to the treatment of Natives 2 ' 
by the Boers. 56 = 
AO 
35. South Africa.—Copy of Further Correspondence relative to the treatment ee 
of Natives by the Boers. vf. 
a 
36. Agricultural Statistics (Ireland).—Copy of Abstracts showing the Acreage Di 
under Crops and the number of Live Stock in each county and province of —e 
Ireland, 1900-1901. 58. Se 
mi 
37. Banking, Railways, and Shipping Statistics (Ireland).—Copy of Report for th 
the half-year ended 30th June, 1901. Pr 
38. Irish Land Commission (Proceedings).—Copy of Return of Proceedings of 59. Se 
the Commission during the month of March, 1901. the 
39. Irish Land Commission (Proceedings).—Copy of Return of Proceedings of rs 
the Commission during the month of April, 1901. Me 
40. Irish Land Commission (Proceedings).—Copy of Return of Proceedings of 60. B 
- the Commission during the month of May, 1901. ; Gr 
41, Agrarian Outrages (Ireland).—Copy of Return for the Quarter ended 30th 61. Bo 
September, 1901. ase 
tio 
42, Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1887 (Eviction Notices).—Copy of Return of 62. Bo 
Eviction Notices filed during the Quarter ended 30th September, 1901. i i 
43, Agriculture and Technical Instruction (Ireland).—Copy of First Annual Mi 
General Report of the Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction 63. Bo 
for Ireland, 1900-1901. wee 


44, Evictions (Ireland).—Copy of Return of Evictions in Ireland for the 


64. Bo 
quarter ended 30th September, 1901. - 






45. Irish -Land Commission (Proceedings)—Copy of Return of Proceedings 


during the months of June and July, 1901. 65. Bo 
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. Board of Education.—Copy of Reports from University Colleges, 1901 
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Agricultural Statistics (Ireland) (Migratory Labourers).—Copy of Report 
and Tables relating to Irish Migratory Agricultural and other Labourers 
for the year 1901. 


Irish Land Commission (Judicial Rents).—Copy of Return of Judicial 
Rents fixed during the month of January, 1901. 


Census of Ireland, 1901.—Copy of Census of Ireland, 190]. Part I. Vol. I. 
Province of Leinster (County of Carlow). 


National Education (Ireland).—Copy of Appendix to the Sixty-seventh 
Report of the Commissioners, being for the year 1900. Section LI. 


National Education (Ireland).—Copy of Appendix to the Sixty-seventh 
Report of the Commissioners, being for the year 1900. Section III. 


. Irish Land Commission (Proceedings).—Copy of Return of Proceedings 


during the month of August, 1901. 


Irish Land Commission (Proceedings).—Copy of Return of Proceedings 
during the month of September, 1901. 


Irish Land Commission (Judicial Rents).—Copy of Return of Judicial Rents 
fixed during the month of February, 1901. 


Agricultural Statistics (Ireland).—Copy of Tables showing the extent in 
statute acres, the produce of Crops for the year 1901, &e. 


Local Taxation (Ireland).— Copy of Returns for the year 1899-1900. 


Irish Land Commission (Rules).—Copy of Rules made by the Irish Land 
Commission under the Land Purchase Acts, dated 17th May, 1901. 


General Prisons (Ireland) Act, 1877.—Copy of Order closing the Prisons 
at Carrick-on-Shannon , Enniskillen, Mullingar, Omagh, Wicklow, and 
Drogheda. 


Scottish Agricultural Prices.—Copy of Report of the Departmental Com- 
mittee appointed by the Board of Agriculture to inquire and report upon 
the existing methods of collecting and recording the Prices of Agricultural 
Products in Scotland, with Copy of the Minute appointing the Committee. 


59. Scottish Agricultural Prices.—Copy of Minutes of Evidence taken before 


the Departmental Committee appointed by the Board of Agriculture to 
inquire and Report upon the existing methods of collecting and recording 
the Prices of Agricultural Products in Scotland, with Appendices and 
Index. 


Board of Agriculture.—Copy of Annual Report on the Distribution of 
Grants for Agricultural Education and Research in the year 1900-1901, &e. 


Board of Education (Special Reports).—Copy of Special Reports on Educa- 
tional Subjects, Vol, 7. Rural Education in France. 

Board of Education (Special Reports).—Copy of Special Reports on Educa- 
tional Subjects, Vol. 8. Education in Scandinavia, Switzerland, Holland, 
Hungary, &e. 

Board of Education (Special Reports).—Copy of Special Reports on Educa- 
tional Subjects, Vol. 9. Education in Germany. 

Board of Education (Special Reports).—Copy of Special Reports on Educa- 
tional Subjects, Vol. 10. Education in the United States of America. 
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66. Crofter and Cottar Colonisation Scheme.—Copy of Twelfth Report of the 80. | 
Commissioners appointed to carry out a Scheme of Colonisation in the C 
Dominion of Canada of Crofters and Cottars from the Western Highlands a 
and Islands of Scotland, with Appendices. a 
s 
67. Judicial Statistics (Scotland).—Copy of Report on the Judicial Statistics of 
Scotland for the year 1900. gl. | 
C 
68. Census of Scotland, 1901.—Copy of Return of Population, &c., of Parlia- a 
mentary Constituencies. f 
69. Post Office (Parcel Post between the United Kingdom and Uruguay).— . 
Copy of Agreement between the British and Uruguayan Post Offices con- m 1 
cerning the Exchange of Parcels by Parcel Post. C 
\ 
70. Peterhead Harbour.—Copy of eit respecting Peterhead Harbour L 
Works. 
83. | 
71. Meterology.—Copy of Report of the Meterological Council to the Royal ( 
Society for the year ending 31st March, 1901. L 
72. Census of England and Wales, 1901.—Copy of Census of England and , 
Wales, 1901 (County of London). 84. I 
, C 
73. Food Preservatives (Committee).—Copy of Report of the Departmental ss 
Committee appointed to inquire into the use of preservatives and colouring th 
matters in the preservation and colouring of Food, together with Minntes rs 
of Evidence, Appendices, and Index. 2 
74. Fog Signals.—Copy of Report of Trinity House Fog Signal Committee on 85. | 
Experiments conducted at St. Catharine’s Point, Isle of Wight, in 1901. C 
75. Railways (Continuous Brakes).—Copy of Return by the Railway Companies 7 
of the United Kingdom on the progress made in the use of Continuous 0 
Brakes, &c., for the six months ending the 30th June 1901. 
86 
76. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy of Order made by the Light Railway C 
Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, A 
authorising the construction of Light Railways in the city of Wakefield, nN 
and the townships of Horbury, Alverthorpe, Sandal Magna and Outwood, 5 
in the west riding of the county of York (Wakefield and District Light 8%. I 
Railway Order, 1901). C 
a 
77. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy of Order made by the Light Railway H 
Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 1! 
authorising the construction of Light Railways in the City of Durham, : 
the parish of Brancepeth, the urban district of Brandon and Byshottles, 88. I 
and the parishes of Bearpark, Neville’s Cross, and St. Oswald’s, in the C 
county of Durham (Durham and District Light Railways Order, 1901). = 
78. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy of Order made by the Light Railway di 
Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, Si 
authorising the construction of a Light Railway in the county of Somerset he 
from Bridgwater to Nether Stowey and Stogursey (Bridgwater, Stowey, \\ 
and Stogursey Light Railway Order, 1901). 9, I 
79. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy of Order made by the Light Railway J 
Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, al 
authorising the construction of Light Railways in the county of Somerset, K 
in the city and county borough of Bath, and in the rural district of mn 


Bath (Bath and District Light Railways Order, 1901). (I 
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80. 


81. 


84. 
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86 


89, 


Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy of Order made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of ‘Trade, 
authorising the construction of a Light Railway in the counties ot Norfolk 
and Suffolk from Bury St. Edmunds to Stanton, Walsham-le-Willows, 
South Lopham, and Diss (Bury and Diss Light Railway Order, 1901). 


Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy of Order made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and modified and comfirmed by the Board of ‘Trade, 
authorising the construction of Light Railways in the county of Derby 
from Derby to Ashbourne (Derby and Ashbourne Light Railway Order, 
1901). 


Light Railways Act, 1896.-—Copy of Order made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and confirmed by the Board of Trade, amending the 
Welshpool and Llanfair Light Railway Order, 1899 (Welshpool and 
Llanfair Light Railway Amendment Order, 1901). 


Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy of Order made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and confirmed by the Board of Trade, amending the Hadlow 
Light Railway Order, 1897 (Hadlow Light Railway Amendment Order, 
1901). 


Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy of Order made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, author- 
ising the construction of a Light Railway in the county of Essex, to join 
the proposed Elsenham, Thaxted, and Bardfield Light Railway with the 
Colne Valley and Halstead Railway (Bardfield and Sible Hedingham Light 
Railway Order, 1901). 


Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy of Order made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the 
construction of Light Railways in the parish of Mitcham, in the rural 
district of Croydon, in the county of Surrey (Mitcham Light Railway 
Order, 1901). 


Light Railways Act, 1866.—Copy of Order made by-the Light Railway 
Commissoners, and confirmed by the Board of Trade, amending the 
Amesbury and Military Camp Light Railway Order, 1898 (Amesbury and 
Military Camp Light Railway Aisendment Order, 1901). 


Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy of Order made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of Light Railways in the rural district of 
Halesowen, in the county of Worcester (Halesowen Light Railway Order, 
1901). 


Light Railways Act, 1896.--Copy of Order made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of Light Railways in the urban districts of 
Rishton, Clayton-le-Moors, Great Harwood, and Padiham, the rural 
distriets of Clitherhoe and Burnley, and the parishes or townships of Read, 
Simonstone, and Whalley, and (under certain conditions) in the county 
horough of Blackburn, all in the County Palatine of Lancaster (Blackburn, 
Whalley, and Padiham Light Railways Order, 1901). 


Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy of Order made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and modified and contirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of Light Railways in the boroughs of 
Kidderminster and Bewdley, and in the parish of Kidderminster Foreign, 
in the rural district of Kidderminster, in the county of Worcester 
(Kidderminster and Bewdley Light Railways Order, 1901). 
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Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy of Order made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
amending the Tanat Valley Light Railway Order, 1898 (Tanat Valley 
Light Railway Amendment Order, 1901). 


Straits Settlements (Federated Malay States).—Copy of Reports on the 
Federated Malay States for 1900- 


Court of Colonial Appeal.—Copy of Correspondence relating to the 
Proposed Establishment of a Final Court of Colonial Appeal. 


South Africa.—Copy of Further Papers relating to Legislation in the 
Transvaal affecting Natives. 


South Africa.—Copy of Further Correspondence relating to Affairs in 
South Africa. 


South Africa.—Copy of Further Papers relating to the Working of the 
Refugee Camps in the Transvaal, Orange River Colony, Cape Colony, and 
Natal. 


South Africa.—Copy of Further Papers relating to the Working of the 
Refugee Camps in South Africa. 


Colonial Reports (Miscellaneous).—Copy of Report, No. 18 (Hong Kong, 
Report on Operations in the New Territory during 1900). 


Colonial Reports (Miscellaneous).—Copy of Report, No. 17 (Gilbert and 
Ellice Islands, Report for 1896-1900). 


Colonial Reports (Annual).—Copies of Reports, Nos. 330 (Straits Settle- 
ments, Annual Report for 1900), 331 (Fiji, Annual Report for 1900), 332 
(St. Lucia, Annual Report for 1900), 333 (Seychelles, Annual Report for 
1900), 334 (Falkland Islands, Annual Report for 1900), 335 (Mauritius and 
Rodrigues, Annual Report for 1900), 336 (British New Guinea, Report 
for 1899-1900), 337 (Leeward Islands, Annual Report for 1900), 338 
(Trinidad and Tobago, Annual Report for 1900), 339 (British Honduras, 
Annual Report for 1900), 340 (Hong Kong, Annual Report for 1900), 341 
(Ceylon, Annual Report for 1900), 342 (Gibraltar, Annual Report for 
1900), 343 (Basutoland, Report for 1900-1901), 344 (Gold Coast, Annual 
Report for 1900), 345 (Grenada, Annual Report for 1900). 


Treaty Series (No. 7, 1901).—Copy of Convention between the United 
Kingdom and Denmark for the Exchange of Press Telegrams at reduced 
rates. Signed at Copenhagen, 15th August 1901. 


Egypt (No. 3, 1901).—Copy of Correspondence respecting an assault on 
British Officers near Cairo. 


Treaty Series (No. 9, 1901).—Copy of International Convention for the 
Pacific Settlement of International Disputes. Signed at the Hague, 29th 
July 1899. With an Appendix containing Certificates of Exchange of such 
Ratifications of Powers parties to the Convention as had been deposited at 
the Hague down to 15th July 1901. 


Treaty Series (No. 11, 1901).—Copy of International Convention with 
respect to the Laws and Customs of War by Land. Signed at the Hague, 
29th July 1899. With an Appendix containing Certificates of Exchange 
of such Rat fications of Powers parties to the Convention as had beer 
deposited at the Hague down to the 15th July 1901. 


Pay 





























Juni 


104. 


105. 


106. 


107. 


108, 


REVEN 
Al 





[N 


SUPRE! 
E; 
Ju 


en 








Pay 


1c 


ie 


1e 


d 


ie 


d 
d 


e 
h 
h 











OF 





TABLE 
Junuary 16.) 


104. Treaty Series (No. 10, 1901).—Copy of International Convention for 
adapting to Maritime Warfare the principles of the Geneva Convention of 
22nd August 1864, Signed at the Hague, 29th July 1899. With an 
Appendix. containing certificates of Exchange of such Ratification of Powers 
parties to the Convention as had been deposited at the Hague down to 15th 
July 1901. 


105. Treaty Series (No. 8, 1901). Copy of Treaty between the United King- 
dom and Servia for the Mutual Surrender of Fugitive Criminals. Signed 
at Belgrade, 6th December | 23rd November 1900.  Ratifications 
exchanged at Belgrade, 13th March | 28th February 1901. 


106. United States (No. 1, 1902). Copy of Correspondence respecting the 
Treaty signed at Washington, 18th November 1901, relating’ to the estab- 
lishment of a communication by Ship Canal between the Atlantic and 
Pacifie Oceans. 


107. Trade Reports (Annual Series).—Copies of Diplomatic and Consular 
Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2696 to 2738. 


108. Trade Reports (Miscellaneous Series).—Copies of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, Nos. 564 to 571. 


Ordered, that the said Papers do lie upon the Table 


(ETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


GENERAL LiGHTHOUSE FunD.—Account presented, of the General Lighthouse 
Fund showing the Income and Expenditure for the year ended 31st March 
1901 [by Ac t] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 1.] 


East INDIA (PETITIONS OF OFFICERS OF PuBLIC Works DEPARTMENT).— 
teturn presented, relative to [Addiess 15th March 1901; J. Rea, 
to lie upon the Table ... cae a ue ai % fs 


East InpiA (LOANS RatseD IN INDIA).—Copy presented, of Return of all 
Loans raised in India, chargeable on the Revenues of India, outstanding 
at the commencement of “the half-year ending on the 30th Se ptember 
1901, &e. [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No, 2.] ... 


Rast InpIA (LOANS RaIsED IN ENGLAND).—Copy presented, of Return of all 
Loans raised in England, chargeable on the Revenues of India, outstanding 
at the commencement of the h: uf-year ending on the 30th September 1901 
[hy Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 3.] 


REVENUES OF Cyprus.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 16th 
August 1901 ; Mr. Pierpoint|; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed, 


SuPREME Court or JUDICATURE.—Account presented, of the Receipts and 
Expenditure of the Paymaster General on behalf of the Supreme Court of 
Judicature, in respect of the Funds of Suitors of the Court, in the year 
ended 28th February 1901; also Account of the National Debt Com- 
missioners for the same period in respect of Funds held by them on behalf 
of the Supreme Court of Judicature ; together with the Report of the 
Comptroller and Auditor General thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 5.] ... sai iti * sa 
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BANK OF ENGLAND.—Copy presented, of Return of the amount of Notes issued 
more than 40 years which have not been presented for payment, and which 
have been written off on the 14th November 1901, from the total amount 
of Notes issued from the Issue Department of the Bank of England [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. ‘9 a +8 bins sap ee 


CHELSEA Hospira.—-Account presented, for the year ended 31st March 1901, 
with the Report of the Comptroller and Anditor General thereon [by saa: 
to lie upon the Table and to be printed. [No: 6.] .. x 


TREASURY CHEST.—Account presented, for the year 1900-1901, together with 
the report of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 7.] ssh i 


SUPERANNUATIONS.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 15th October 
1901, declaring that for the due and efficient discharge of the duties of the 
office of Director of E ngineering and Architectural Works under the Board 
of Admiralty pr ofessional or other peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to 
be acquired on the Public Service are —— [by wine to lie — the 
Table ‘ ‘ : es 


SUPERANNUATIONS.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 26th Novem- 
ber 1901, declaring that for the due and efficient discharge of the duties of 
the office of Instructor in Antique Life Drawing and Anatomy at the Royal 
College of Art professional or other peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to 
be acquired on the Public Service are required [by Act] ; to lie -_ the 
Table = ies ‘es ae ee ‘ 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 18th 
October 1901, declaring that John Thomas Staines, Artificer, Royal Small 
Arms Factory, War Office, was appointed without a Civil Service Certificate 
through inadvertence on the part of the Head of his Department [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table bis és = as 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 11th 
November 1901, declaring that Michael Fitzpatrick, Rural Postman, Post 
Office, was appointed without a Civil Service Certificate through inadver- 
tence on the part of the Head of his Department [by Act]; to lie upon the 


Table 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884.—-Copy presented of Treasury Minute, dated 20th 
November 1901, declaring that Richard Pearce Nott, Second Class Sorting 
Clerk, Post Office, was appointed without a Civil Service Certificate thr ough 
inadvertence on the part of the Head of his Department [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table.. : : ae oe ee hie 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1887.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 31st 
May 1900, granting a retired allowance to Mr. Walter Innes | -ocock, Higher 
Division Clerk, Local Government Board, Ireland, under the Act [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table ... te ibs - ous in ass nite 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1887.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 18th 
November 1901, granting a retired allowance to Mr. William Henry Joyce, 
Resident Magistrate, Ireland, under the Act [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CamBripGe Act, 1877 (CAMBRIDGE).—Copy 
presented, of Statutes made hy the Governing Body of Peterhouse, or St. 
Peter’s College, Cambridge, on 16th March 1901, in substitution for Statute 
XXIX. of the Statutes of that College [by sti ; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 8.] - sta = Pe 
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((REENWICH HosprrarL Acts, 1865 AND 1869.—Copy presented, of Order in 
Council of 26th September 1901, authorising the payment to non-Pensioners 
of certain allowances from the funds of the Greenw ich — [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table. - a * a 


MERCHANT SuiprtnG Act, 1894.—Copy presented, by Order in Council of 26th 
September 1901, applying the provisions of sub-section (1) of Section 238 
of The Merchant Shipping Act, 1894 (Merchant Seamen Deserters) in the 
case of the Republic of Honduras [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


Dockyarp Ports ReGuLation Act, 1865,—Copy presented, of Order in 
Council, dated 26th September 1901, defining the limits of the Dockyard 
Port of Borehaven [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. Fe me 


GREENWICH HospiraL Acts, 1865 to 1872.—Copy presented, of order in 
Council of 4th Nov senher 1901, authorising the grant of a pension of £130 
a-year from the Funds of Greenwich Hospit: al to the late Medical Officer at 
the Royal Hospital School sid Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES ACT, 1878 AND 1889, AND WEIGHTS AND MEASURES 
(Metric SysTEM) Act 1897. Copy pr esented, of Order in Council of 4th 
November 1901, fixing fees to be paid on the verification and stamping of 
Weights, Measures, and Weighing Instruments of the metric system [by 
Act}; to lie upon the Table. 


MERCHANT SuHippinG Act, 1894.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 4th 
November 1901, confirming pilotage bye-laws made by the Trinity House 
of Kingston-upon-Hull [hy Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


Lanp TRANSFER Act, 1897.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 10th 
December 1901, further postponing the operation of the Order in Council 
of 18th July 1898, as regards the City of London, until the first March 
1902 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


Extrapition Act, 1870.—Copy presented, of Order in Council, of 26th Sep- 
tember 1901, entitled The Straits Settlements Extradition Order, 1901 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 2 ae re a 


ForEIGN JURISDICTION AcT, 1890.--Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
26th September 1901, entitled The Ashanti Order, in Council, 1901, 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. ie od i se ke 


ForEIGN JuRIspIcTION Act, 1890.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
26th September 1901, revoking the Order in Council of 29th December 
1887 relating to B ritish Suriad ction i in divers Countries on the West Coast 
of Africa near or adjacent to the Gold Coast Colony [by oe to lie upon 


the Table. Je oe sn me a wae 


Foreign Jurispiction Act, 1890.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
26th September 1901, entitled the Gold Coast Order in Council, 1901 [by 
Act] ; to lie upon the Table. es vein +5 me 


ForEIGN Jurispicrion Act, 1890.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
26th September 1901, entitled the Northern Territories (Gold aie: Order 
in Council, 1901 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. ea - cab 


(foVERNMENT OF INDIA Act, 1858.—-Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
10th December 1901, approving a statement of proposed new and revised 
appointments and alterations of salaries in the establishment of the Secre- 
tary of State for India in Council [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 
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WINTER AssizEs AcT, 1876.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 10th 
December 1901, amending the Order in Council of 28th July 1893, with 
respect to the Winter and Summer Assizes on the North and South W les 
Cireuits [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. sas sé its ie 


Soutn Arrica (DESPATCHES).—Copy presented, of Despatch by General Lord 
Kitchener, dated 8th of November 1901, relative to Military Operations in 
South Africa [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. ~ ~ 


Soutn Arrica (DESPATCHES).—Copy presented, of Despatch by General Lord 
Kitchener, dated 8th December 1901, relative to Military Operations in 
South Africa [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. es 


Papers LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE HovsE.— 


1. Mersey Docks and Harbour Board,—Accounts of the Mersey Docks and 
Harbour Board for the year ending Ist July, 1901 [by Act]. 

2, Lunacy.—Copy of Report to the Lord Chancellor of the number of 
visits made, the number of patients seen, and the number of miles 
travelled by the visitors of lunatics between the Ist April 1901 and 
30th September 1901 [by Act]. 

3. Supreme Court (Rules).—Copy of Rules of the Supreme Court, dated 
13th December 1901 [by Act]. 

4, Supreme Court Funds Rule.—Copy of Supreme Court Funds Rule 174, 
dated 27th December 1901 [by Act]. 

5. Margate Pier and Harbour.—Copy of Report and Statement of Accounts 
for the year ending Sth April 1901 [hy Act]. 


AppREss IN REPLY TO His MAvsesty’s Most Gracious Sprecn [First Day’s 
Debate }.— 
Colonel Harry McCalmont (Cambridgeshire, Newmarket) 


Sir Edgar Vincent (Exeter) 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That an humble Address be pre- 
sented to His Majesty, as followeth :-— 


“ Most Gracious Sovereiqn, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the 
Gracious Speech which your Majesty has addressed to both Houses 
of Parliament.” —(Colonel ‘Henry MeCalmont.) 


Discussion :-— 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) — ... 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Neagiiee Manchester E. ') 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) 
Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye) 
The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Afr (Lond Cranbor ne, Rubi ster) 
Mr. Norman (i} ‘olverhampton, WS. } ; 
Eul Percy (Kensington, S.) a 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice ui “Wts hire, » Crieklade) ae 
Mr, Flynn (Cork, N.) se 
Mr. Power (iI ‘aterford, E. ) 
Mr. Swift Mac Neill (Donequl, 8.) . 
Sir William Harcourt ( Monmouthshire, WV. cy 
The Secretary of State for the C ‘olonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W :) 
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Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) moved the adjournment of the debate. 


Debate adjourned till to-morrow. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Twelve o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS, FRIDAY, 17rH JANUARY, 1902. 
(3.0.) PETITIONS. 


RoyAL DECLARATION.—Petition from wii against alteration of Law ; to lie 
upon the Table .. ne Si ; - ve 


SoutH ArricAN War (CONCENTRATION Camps).—Petition from Coalville, for 
improvement of administration ; to lie upon the Table Xs i 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897.—Return [presented 16th January], to be printed 
[No. 9.] ve me hy Se A ea zak 


GREENWICH HospiTAL AcTs, 1865 AND 1869.—Copy presented of Order in 
Council of the 13th January 1902, authorising the grant from the funds of 
Greenwich Hospital of Pensions to the late Director and Clerk in char ge of 
Greenwich Hospital [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. = vos 


LocAL GOVERNMENT Boarp ([RELAND.)—Copy presented of Report to the 
Local Government Board for Ireland on the Financial Provisions of the Poor 
Law que iniaiiae Bill, 1901 ie vised to lie upon the 
Table. 4 “ " gis 


SupReME Court oF JUDICATURE (IRELAND) Act, 1877 (RULEs).—Copy 
presented of an Additional Rule and Schedule made by the Lord Chancellor 
and the Land Judge |by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Winter AssizZes Acts, 1876 AND 1877.—Copy presented of Four Orders in 
Council on the 8th November 1901, for holding Winter Assizes in Ireland 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table es a4 sas uP 


GENERAL Prisons (IRELAND) Act, 1877.—Copy presented of Order closing 
the prisons at Carrick-on-Shannon, Enniskillen, Mullingar, Omagh, W ick. 
low and Drogheda |by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


AGRICULTURAL AND TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION (IRELAND) Act, 1899,—Copy 
presented of Minute, by the Department of Agricultural and Technical 
Instruction for Ireland sanctioning certain forms of Instruction for the 
city of Cork [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


University or GLAsGow.—Copy presented of Annual Statistical Report by 
the University Court of the University of Glasgow for 1900-01 [by a 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. "10] 9 
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Locomotives oN HiGHways Act, 1896 (REGULATIONS) (SCOTLAND).—Copy 
presented of Regulations under The Locomotives on Highways Act, 
1896, amending tre General Regulations applicable to Scotland issued in 
1896 [hy Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Pottinc Districts County oF MippLesex.-Copy presented of Order made 
by the County Council of the county of Middlesex altering certain Polling 
Districts in the Enfield Parliamentary Division [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table : ie se oe — és oss 6 ne 


INEBRIATE REFORMATORIES REGULATIONS—Copy presented of Regulations 
made with the approval of the Secretary of State for the Home Department 
for the management and discipline of the Church Army Newdigate Farm 
Home, Surrey [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table 


PENAL SERVITUDE Acts (CONDITIONAL LICENCE).—Copy presented of Licence 
granted to Elizabeth Roach, a Convict under detention in Aylesbury Prison 
permitting her to be at large on condition that she enter the London 
Female Preventative and Reformatory Institution, Euston Road [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table : 


PENAL SERVITUDE Acts (CoNDITIONAL LICENCE)—Copy presented of Licence 
granted to Annie Jones, a Convict under detention in Aylesbury Prison, 
permitting her to be at large on condition that she enter the Elizabeth Fry 
Refuge, Hackney, N.E. [by Act]; to lie upon the Table F 


PenaL ServitupE Acts (CoNnDITIONAL LICENCE).—Copy presented of a 
Licence to be at large granted to Arthur Collinson, to which are annexed 
conditions other than those contained in Schedule A. of The Penal Servi 
tude Act, 1864 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Prisons (ENGLAND AND WALES) VistrinG ComMirrees.—Copy presented of 
Draft Rule proposed to be made by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department under the Prisons Acts, 1877 and 1898, with respect to the 
constitution of the visiting Committee of Brixton Prison [by Act] ; to lie 
upon the Table ove ose “ pee site sas asi 


Factory AND WorksHops Acts (HomE Work).—Copy presented of Order, 
dated the 11th December 1901, made by the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department under the Factory and Workshops Act, 1901, applying 
the provisions thereof to certain classes of work [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table she gi vs = 4 


QUEEN’S COLLEGES IN IRELAND (STATUTES).—Copy presented of the Statutes 
for the government and discipline of the Queen’s Colleges of Cork, Galway, 
and Belfast {by Act]; to lie upon the Table ... 


WacGes AND EFrects OF DECEASED SEAMEN.—Account presented of the Sums 
received and paid in respect of the Wages and Effects of Deceased Seamen 
in the year ended 31st March 1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


tAMSGATE Harpour.—Copy presented of Statements of the Receipts and Pay- 
ments for the year ended 31st March 1901, together with an Account of 
the Recipt and Issue of Stores [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No.11.] ... pie eee oe ove = 
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SEAMEN’S SAVINGS BANKs (MONEY ORDERS AND TRANSMISSION OF WAGES).— 
Accounts presented of all Deposits received and repaid during the year 
ended 20th November 1900, and Statement as to Money Orders issued and 
paid from 1855 to the 3lst March 1901, and of receipts and payments in 
connection with the transmission of Seamen’s Wages from 1878 to 31st 
March 1901 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 12.] 


PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND TRADE Marks Acts.—Copy presented of Patents 
Rules, 1901, under the Patents, Designs, and Trade Marks — 1883 to 
1888 | by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Roya IRISH CONSTABULARY PENSIONS.—Copy presented of Return showing 
the names of all Constabulary Officers now in receipt of Pensions, of all 
Head Constables, Sergeants, and Constables, and of all Widows and Child- 
ren to whom Pensions have been granted since the Constabulary Estimate 
for 1901-1902, was prepared, with the amount and date of Pension in each 
case [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table... 


GREEK LOAN OF 1898,—Account presented up to 3lst December, 1901 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 13.]... 


SARDINIAN LoANn,—Account presented of the Total Sums issued out of the con- 
solidated Fund and advanced to His Majesty, the King of Sardinia, and of 
the sums received to 31st December, 1901, for Interest and Sinking Fund 
thereof [hy Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to he printed. [No. 14.] 


IMPERIAL OTTOMAN GUARANTEED LOAN OF 1855.—-Copy presented of Account 
for the year 1901 [hy Act]; to lie upon the Table. 7 mn 


County Courts, ENGLAND (FEES),—-Copy presented of Treasury O rder, dated 
28th October, 1901, amending the Order of 22nd February 1901, regulating 
Court Fees in County Courts [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS AcTs, 1894 AND 1896.—Copy presented of an Order, 
dated the 12th December, 1901, entitled the importation of Dogs Order of 
1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ve at 26 ‘is 


Parer Lat UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE :-- 

BANK OF ENGLAND-—Accounts of Exchequer Bills and other Government 
Securities purchased and of the Amounts of Balances of Sums issued 
for the payments of Dividends, \c., for the year ending 5th January, 
1902 [by Act]; to be printed. [No. 15.] - ioe se 


NAVAL MANasuvres.—Copy ordered, “of Report on Naval Mancuvres, 
1900.”—(Sir Charles Dilke) ae ae ; 


NavaL Manauvres.—Copy ordered, ‘‘of Report on Naval Manwuvres, 
1901.”—(Sir Charles Dilke) se + iva sis me 


PARLIAMENTARY CONSTITUENCIES (ELEctors, Erc.) (UNITED Kinapom). 
Address for ‘ Return showing, with regard to each Parliamentary Consti- 
tuency in the United Kingdom, the total number, «nd, as far as possible, 
the number in each class of Electors on the Register now in force ; and also 

showing the Population and Inhabited Houses in each Constitugpey (in 

continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 85, of Session 1901).”. a Charles 

Dilke.) .. P oe a ee . ; ™ 
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SCHOOLS OF SCIENCE.-—Return ordered “ of the Statistics of Schools of Science 
conducted under the Regulations of the Board of Education.” —(Sir /Villiam 
Anson) ... 


QUESTIONS. 


THE GERMAN CHANCELLOR AND Mr. CHAMBERLAIN’S SPEECHES.—Question, 
Mr. Norman (Wolverhampton, §8.), Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis), Mr. 
MacLaren (Leicestershire, Bosworth), Mr. Seton-Carr (St. Helens), Mr. 
Pirie (Aberdeen, N.), Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.), and Mr. James 
O'Kelly (Roscommon, S.): Answer, the First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. 
A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ~ oe ve is ar 


SoutH AFRICAN WAr—REFUGEE CAMPpsS—Question, Mr. Pirie ; Answer, The 
First Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, 
W.) = Re rs im 


MarTIAL LAwW.—Question, Mr. Pirie ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


PEACE NEGOTIATIONS.—Question, Mr. Black (Banffshire); Answer, Mr. J. 
Chamberlain... ie eh ive sinh ne se ie 


TRANSVAAL MORTGAGES.—Question, Mr. Channing «sana E.) ; Answer, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain ‘aa ahi ne e y, 


LADYSMITH SieEGE—Sm ReEpDVERS BULLER AND Sir GEoRGE Wuitr.— 


Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, The Secretary of State for War 


(Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


RETURN OF VOLUNTEERS.—Question, Mr. Seely (Lincoln); Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick a nGe t mn es ses f 
LyNtoN ARTILLERY VOLUNTEERS.—Question, Mr, Soares (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick , is an we - 


MaLta—LANGUAGE Question, Etc, ie: Mr, Swift MacNeill ; Answer, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain 


KoweE!t.—-Question, Mr. James O’Kelly ; Answer, The Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester) 


3ITLIS.—Question, Earl Percy (Kensington, 8.); Answer, Lord Cranborne: ... 


BritisH CONSULATE AT Korra.-—Question, Karl Perey ; Answer, Lord Cran- 
borne 


MANING THE MERCANTILE MARINE.—Question, Mr. William Redmond (Clare, 
E.); Answer, The President of the Board of Trade de sa Gerald Balfour, 
Leeds, Centr: il) 3 ’ ate re bs 


Post Orrier SAVINGS BAaNnk.—Question, Mr. O” Mara (Kilkenny, 8.) and Mr. 
Gibson Bowles ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.)  ... sg 2s _ 
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Foop PRESERVATIVES, , Channing ; Answer, The President of the 
Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) ... vile a) OF 


































IRISH RESIDENT MAGISTRATES.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ve pa a | 


REPRESENTATION OF East Down.—--Question, Mr. 'T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) ; 
Answer, The Parliamentary Secretary to the sisters (Sir William Wal- 
rond, Devonshire, Tiverton) ... se ‘ie . oi kee a Bae 


GALWAY ELECTION—PosITION OF Mr. LYNCH. aera. Earl ee and 
Mr. M‘Laren ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour... we : : 178 


InRIsH AGRICULTURE—TRANSIT OF Live Stock ow Mr. Field _— 
St. Patrick) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ... re a pes re 


ADJOURNMENT—Resolved, That this House at its rising this day do adjourn 
till Monday next.—(Sir William Walrond.) ... os ais a ia Se 


New Writ.—For the Borough of Dewsbury, in the room of Mark Oldroyd, 
esquire (Manor of Northstead.)—(Mr. Ltohert Spencer.) an wt ace - ee 


BALLOT FOR BILL AND Motions For First Four TuEspays :— 
Motion made, and Question proposed 


“That no Bills, other than Government Bills, be introduced in 
anticipation of the ballot, and that all Members who desire to ballot, 
whether for Bills or Motions, for the first four Tuesdays of the Session, 
do hand in their names at the Table during the sitting of the House on 
the first or second day of the Session, and that a copy of such notices be 
handed in at the latest during the sitting of the House on the third day 
of the Session. That the ballot for the precedence of the said Bills and 
Motions be taken to the third day on which the House sits at a convenient 
time and place, to be appointed by Mr. Speaker, and that the introduc- 
tion and First Reading of Bills on the fourth sitting day be taken before 
Questions and as soon after three o’clock us Mr. Speaker may deem 
convenient.” —(Mr. dA. J. Balfour.) 

Mr. David Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil.) — ... ist sic od .» 180 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn line 4, after the word ‘session,’ to insert the words ‘and have 
not already done so. ”-~-(Mr. David Thomas.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.”— 


(Mr. A. J. Balfour,)... in oe ie ss id tad we 300 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet). Be ae re i so 2 

Mr. Gidson Bowles si ey sits ni ial ~ a 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Ordered, That no Bills, other than Government Bills, be introduced in 

anticipation of the ballot, and that all Members who desire to ballot, 
whether for Bills, or Motions for the first four Tuesdays of the Session, 
do hand in their names at the Tables during the sitting of the House on 
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the first or second day of the session, and that a copy of such Notice be 
handed in at the latest during the sitting of the House on the third day 
of the session. That the ballot for the precedence of the said Bills and 
Motions be taken on the third day on which the House sits at a convenient 
time and place, to be appointed by Mr. Speaker, and that the introduc- 
tion and First Reading of Bills on the fourth sitting day be taken before 
Questions and as soon after three o'clock as Mr. Speaker may deem 
convenient. 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO His MAJESTY’s Most GRACIOUS SPEECH.—Second 
Day’s Debate :— 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Question [16th January], 
“That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty, as followeth :— 


“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 


We, your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the 
Gracious speech which your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
Parliament.” —(Colonel Harry M‘Calmont.) 


Question again proposed.—Debate resumed. 
HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES. 


Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) 
Captain Norton (Newington, W.) ... 


Amendment proposed, at the end of the Question, to add the words, 


“ But we humbly represent to Your Majesty that the greatest hardships 
are inflicted upon many of your working-class subjects by reason of the 
lack of proper housing accommodation, and that immediate Parliamentary 
attention to this evil is one of the most pressing of the necessities of 
domestic policy.” —( Dr. Macnamara,)— 


Question proposed, “That those words be there added.” 


Discussion :— 
Mr, Chaplain (Licolnshire, Sleaford) 
Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) 
Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, 8.) ... 
Mr. Price (Norfolk, E.) ... 
Sir J. Dickson-Poynder (Wi iltshire, Chippenham) — 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ... 
The President of the Local Government Board V(r Walter ‘Long, B Bristol, s. .) 
Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) .. : re 
Mr. Duke (Plymouth) a 
Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 123; Noes, 153. (Division List No. 2.) 
Main Question again proposed. 

LocaL SELF-GOVERNMENT (WALES). 


Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint iia itd eee 
Mr. Edwards (Rudnor) ... ove 
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Amendment proposed, at the end of the Question, to add the words,— 
“But we humbly express our regret that your Majesty’s Speech contains 
no reference to questions specially affecting the interests of the people of 
Wales, and that, in view of the failure of Parliament during the past six 
years to consider those interests, it is desirable that there should be 
conferred upon the Principality a large extension of powers of local self- 
government ”"—(Mr. Herbert Lewis.) 


nd Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 
Discussion :— 


Mr. William Jones (Carnarvonshire, Arfon) fi 
Mr. William Abraham (Glamorganshire, Rhondda) 
Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) ... 

ns Mr. Humphreys-Owen (Montgomery) —... <a 
nt General Laurie (Pembroke and Haverfordwest)... we St ss 3 
he Mr. Alfred Thomas (Gluimorganshire, E.) a es oe >» Jl 
of Mr. Walter Long ... one a es pe am Bs ... 262 
Mr. David Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) — ... is shi Svs . 269 
Mr. Lloyd George (Carnarvon Boroughs) ... Mes sto4 ane wen 280 


Wo bo bo be 
orgororor 
MS Orlo 


S 
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Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 117; Noes, 164. (Division List No. 3.) 
182 
19] Main Question again proposed. 


Debate adjourned till Monday next. 


re Adjourned at ten Minutes before Twelve o'clock till Monday next. 
ry 


of In pursuance of Standing Order No. 1, “Sittings of the House ;”—-I hereby 


nominate—The Right Hon. Charles Beilby Stuart-Wortley, Mr John 
Edward Ellis, Mr. Edward Blake, Mr. Arthur Frederick Jeffreys and Mr. 
Henry Hobhouse, to act during the Session as temporary Chairmen of 
Committees when requested by the Chairman of Ways and Means.— 284 
WituiAM Court GULLY, Speaker,—17th January, 1902. 





.) 221 HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 20TH JANUARY, 1902. 


233 PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


North-East London Railway (No. 1 Bill) [1.1.]; Piccadilly and City Rail- 
way (No. 1) Bill [H.1.].—The Chairman of Committees acquainted the 
House, that (pursuant to the Resolutions of the 2nd of August last, 
respecting London Underground Railway Bills, the Bills have been 
severally lodged in the Private Bill Office, together with the declaration 
of the agent in each case, and a certificate from the proper officer of the 
court in which the deposit of money required by Standing Order No. 57 

239 was made, that such deposit has not been withdrawn: Bills presented ; 

248 read 1“, 2“, and committed: The Committees to be proposed by the Com- 

mittee of Selection ... ose vee os eee wee wal - 285 
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Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 1 Bill) [1.1]; 
Charing Cross, Hammersmith, and District Electric Railway (No. 1) Bill 
{u.L.]; City and North-East Suburban Electric Railway (No. 1) Bill [H.L.] ; 
Islington and Euston Railway Bill [H.L.]; King’s Road Railway Bill | H.1. | ; 
West and South London Junction Railway Bill [H.L.|.—The Chairman 
of Committees acquainted the House, that (pursuant to the Resolutions 
of the 2nd of August last, respecting London Underground Railway Bills) 
the Bills have been severally lodged in the Private Bill Office, together 
with the declaration of the agent in each case: Bills presented ; read 1", 
and referred to the Examiners.—The Lord Chancellor acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments had laid upon the Table the 
Certificates from the Examiners that Standing Order No. 57, Seen 
to the following Bills, has been complied w ith kee as 


Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 1) [H.L.].; Charing 
Cross, Hammersmith, and District Electric Railway [H.L.]; City and North- 
East Suburban Electric Railway [H1.]; Islington and Euston Railway 
[H.L.]; King’s Road Railway [H.1.]; West and South London Junction 
Railway [H.L.]; Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 1) 
Bill [H.L.|; Charing Cross, Hammersmith, and District Electric Railway 
Bill [u.L.]; City and North-East Suburban Electric Railway Bill [1H.1, | 

Islington and Euston Railway Bill [u.L.]; King’s Road Railway Bill [H.L.| ; 

West and South London Junction Railway Bill [H.1.].—Read 2° and com- 

mitted: The Committees to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 


Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway Bill [1.v.].—The Chairman of 
Committees informed the House that the promoters do not intend to pro- 
ceed further with the Bill: Ordered that the Bill be not further proceeded 
with : ‘Hs oF ne 


Central London Railway (No. 1) Bill Leong —The Chairman of Committees 
informed the House that the promoters do net intend to proceed further 
with the Bill: Ordered that the Bill be not further proceeded with 


Tue Eart oF Rosstyn.—The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that he 
had received from the Registrar of the London Bankruptcy Court a certifi- 
cate under the seal of the said Court, that on the 19th day of November 
1901 the said Court made an order annulling the bankruptcy of the Right 
Honourable James Francis Harry St. Clair Erskine, Earl of Rosslyn 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Boarp oF Epucation.--Order in Council for providing the manner in which 
a register of teachers shall be formed and kept 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT Boarp (IRELAND).—Report to the Board on the financial 
provisions of the Poor Law Superannuation (Ireland) Bill, 1901 - 


Irish LAND ComMission (P epaeaniiid —Return for the month of October 
1901 pie ites hai tes ‘ 


WAGES AND EFFECTS OF DECEASED SEAMEN.-Account of the sums received 
and paid in respect of the wages and effects of deceased seamen in the year 
ending 31st March 1901: Prese nted (by Command), and ordered to lie on 
the table see a 

GREENWICH HospItaL Acts, 1865 4 AND 1869. -—Order in Chita il of 1: 3th. deine 

1902, authorising the grant from the tunds of Greenwich a" of 

pensions to the late director and clerk in charge of Greenwich Hospital . 
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SEAMAN’S SAVINGS BANKs (MONEY ORDERS AND TRANSMISSION OF WAGES) :— 

I. Account of all deposits received and repaid by the Board of Trade on 
‘ account of Seamen’s Savings Banks under the authority of the 
: Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, during the 20th November 1900 and 
of the interest thereon. 
























) II. Statement showing the number and amount of seamen’s money orders 
r issued and paid at ports in the United Kingdom and at ports abroad 
from 1855 to 31st March 1901. 


III. Statements showing the receipts and payments in connection with the 
transmission of seamen’s wages, home and foreign, from 1878 to 
285 31st March 190] a3 v3 a ee ape ae sss Oe 


RaMSGATE HARBOUR.—Statement of the receipts and payments made by the 
Board of Trade for the year ending 31st March 1901; together with an 
account of the receipt and issue of stores... sia she 


| SuPpREME Court OF JUDICATURE AcT (IRELAND), 1877 (RULEs).—Additional 
rule and schedule made by the Lord Chancellor and the Land Judge 


“ 


Zss 


Winter AssizES (IRELAND).—-Four Orders in Council, dated 8th November 
, 1901, for holding Winter Assizes in Ireland. ue a ibe ran, 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURAL AND TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION FOR IRELAND.— 
Minute sanctioning certain forms of instruction under Section 30 (1) of the 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction (Ireland) Act, 1899, for the City 

IRG of Cork ... sai se ie vs Be ae Ene : 


FacTORY AND WORKSHOP :— 
I. (Homework.) Order, dated 11th December 1901, made by the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department in pursuance of Sections 107, 108, 
and 110 of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, applying the pro- 
visions of these sections to certain classes of work. 


II. (Workshops used as Sleeping Places.) Order, dated 17th January 1902, 
made by the Secretary of State for the Home Department in pur- 
suance of sub-section (3) of section 3 of the Factory and Workshop 
Act, 1901, modifying the proportion of cubic feet of space to be pro- 
vided in a workshop (other than a domestic workshop) used as a 
sleeping place... sind ie <n es vis se «=» 288 


256 


Pottina Districts (County OF MIDDLESEX).—Order made by the County 
287 Council of the County of Middlesex, altering certain polling districts in 
the Enfield parliamentary division _... ‘és ae es ee = oe 


CERTIFIED INEBRIATE REFORMATORIES (REGULATIONS FOR MANAGEMENT),— 
Regulations made with the approval of the Secretary of State for the 

287 Home Department for the management and discipline of the Church Army 

Newdigate Farm Home, Surrey. + Pea foe aes an ... 289 


PenaL SERVITUDE Acts, 1853 TO 1891 (CONDITIONAL LICENCEs).—-Licences 
granted: by His Majesty to :— 

1. Elizabeth Roach, a convict under detention in Aylesbury Prison, per- 
mitting the said Elizabeth Roach to be at large on condition that she 
enter the London Female Preventative and Keformatory Institution, 

Euston Road, N.W. ; 
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2. Annie Jones, a convict now under detention in Aylesbury Prison, per- 
mitting the said Annie Jones to be at large on condition that she 
enter the Elizabeth Fry Refuge, Hackney, N.E. ; 

3. James Johnstone, a convict under detention in Parkhurst Prison, per- 
mitting the said James Johnstone to leave the prison on condition 
of his proceeding to the Middlesex Hospital, there to remain for such 
time as is necessary to undergo an operation, and afterwards to 
return in custody to Parkhurst Prison ; 

4. Arthur Collinson, under the provisions of the Penal Servitude Acts, 


1853 to 1891, to which are annexed conditions other than those con- 
tained in Schedule A of the Penal Servitude Act, 1864 


Prisons (ENGLAND AND WALES) VisitING COMMITTEES.—Draft rule proposed 
to be made by the Secretary of State for the Home Department under the 
Prisons Acts, 1877 and 1898, with respect to the constitution of the 
visiting committee of Brixton Prison or 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 1894 AND 1896.—An Order, No. 6,396,. entitled 
the Importation of Dogs Order of 1901 sea es ee 


BANK OF ENGLAND.—Annual accounts of Exchequer Bills and other Govern- 
ment securities purchased, for the year ending 5th January 1902 ... 


GREEK LoAN.—Account for the year 1901 
SARDINIAN LOAN.—Account for the year 1901 ... 
IMPERIAL OTTOMAN GUARANTEED LOAN OF 1855,—Account for the year 1901 


County Courts (ENGLAND) FEEs.—Treasury Order, dated 28th October 1901, 
amending the order of 22nd February 1901, regulating court fees in 
county courts 


QUEEN’S COLLEGES IN IRELAND (STATUTES).—Statutes for the government and 
discipline of the Queen’s Colleges of Cork, Galway, and Belfast ; 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1889.—Annual Statistical Report by the 
University Court of the University of Glascow to the Secretary for Scot- 
land under the provisions of Section 30 of the Act, for the year 1900-1901 


LocoMoTives ON HIGHWAYS (SCOTLAND) AcT, 1896.—Regulations under the 
Act, amending the general regulations applicable to Scotland issued in 1896. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lay on the 
Table 


Cremation Bill [1.1.]—A Bill for the regulation of the burning of human 
remains, and to enable burial authorities to establish crematoria, was pre- 
sented by the Lord Monkswell ; read 1"; to be printed ; and to be read 2" 
on Monday next. (No.2)... Ae ane ae 8 oe 


Public Houses Hours of Closing (Scotland) Bill (#.1.].—A Bill to amend 
the Public Houses Hours of Closing (Scotland) Act, 1887, was presented 
hy the Earl of Camperdown ; read 1‘; and to be printed. (No. 3) 
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WarR—VOTE OF THE GOVERNMENT. — 


Notice of Motion.—(The Earl of Wemyss) 
IRISH Sasanen FISHERIES, rears The Earl of Mayo; 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Five o’clock. 





s— OF COMMONS, MONDAY, 
The House met at Three of the clock. 


20TH JANUARY, 


ELEMENTARY EpUCATION (VOLUNTARY SCHOOLS).—Petition from Carew, 
alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table 


INEBRIATES AcTS,—Petition from Patricroft, for alteration of Law ; 


3ANKS (ANNUAL BALANCE SHEETS).—Petition from 

Nottingham, for legislation ; to lie upon the Table ... a ; 

foyAL DECLARATION.—Petition from Chanonry, against alteration of Law ; 
lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING 


From Ulverston ;—and Horfield ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS 


East INDIA (PETITIONS OF OFFICERS OF PUBLIC Works DEPARTMENT).— 
Return [presented 16th January] to be printed. . 


PrisONs (ENGLAND AND WALEs) ~egery arent —Return  igeaisia 
17th January | to be printed. : 


(CONDITIONAL 
Licence granted to James Johnstone, a conv ict aie 
hurst Prison, permitting him to leave the prison on condition of his pro- 
ceeding to the Middlesex Hospital, there to remain for such time as is 
necessary to undergo an operation, and afterwards to return in custody to 
Parkhurst Prison [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


+ Tew in Park- 


Factory AND WorkKsHoP Acts (WorKSHOPS USED AS SLEEPING PLACES).— 
Copy presented, of Order of the Secretary of State, dated 17th January 
1902, modifying the proportion of cubic feet of space to be provided in a 
workshop (other than a domestic workshop) used as a a Ph vee [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. . x i : ~ 


Irish LAND COMMISSION (PROCEEDINGS).—Copy presented, of Return of 
Proceedings of the Commission during the month of October 1901 [by 
; to lie upon the Table rc 
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Boarp OF EpucaTion.—Copy presented, of Draft Order in Council for pro- 
viding the manner in which a Register of Teachers shall be formed and 
kept [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


BoarD OF AGRICULTURE (INCLOSURE, &ec., EXPENSES AcT, 1868).—Copy 
presented, of Fees to be taken in respect of Transactions under the Tithes 
Acts, 1836 to 1891, in accordance with the provisions of The Inclosure, 
&c., Expenses Act, 1868 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. ... 


Crvit ConTINGENCIES FuND, 1900-1901.—Copy ordered, “ of the Accounts of 
the Civil Contingencies Fund, 1900-1991, showing (1) the Receipts and 
Payments in connection with the Fund in the year ended the 31st day of 
March 1901; (2) the distribution of the Capital of the Fund at the 
commencement and close of the year; together with a Copy of the 
Correspondence with the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon.”—Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain.) ; “he ss 


SUPREME UourtT OF JUDICATURE (IRELAND).—Return ordered, “of Account 
of the Receipts and Payments of the Accountant General of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature in Ireland, in respect of the Funds of Suitors in the 
said Court, including therein Funds to the credit of Lunacy Accounts, in 
the year to the 30th day of September 1901 ; together with a Statement 
of Liabilities and Assets, and Particulars of Securities in Court, on the 
30th day of September 1901.”—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.)... 


Post OrricE (HALIFAX (OR QUEBEC) AND Hone Kona Matt Contract). 
Copy ordered, “of the Contract, dated the 12th day of October 1901, 
with the Canadian Pacific Railway Company for the conveyance of the 
Mails, Troops, and Stores between Halifax (or Quebec) and Hong Kong 
for the period from the 7th day of April 1901 to the 6th day of April 
1906 ; together with a Copy of the Treasury Minute thereon, dated the 
22nd day of November 1901.”—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) tes 


Coat Exports, &c.—Return ordered, “ giving for the year 1901 the Export of 
Coal from each Port in the United Kingdom to each Country Abroad, to- 
gether with Summary Statements showing the Export of Coal in every 
period of three months from the principal districts of the United Kingdom 
to the principal groups of Foreign Countries ; and also showing the quantity 
of Coal shipped at each Port in the United Kingdom for ships’ use on 
Foreign voyages during the like periods (in continuation of Parliamentary 


Paper, No. 119, of Session 1901).”—(Mr. D. A, Thomas) 
NEW WRIT. 
For the County of Down (East Division), in the room of James 


Alexander Rentoul, esquire, K.C., Judge of the City of London Court. — 
(Sir William Walrond) Lae He as ms 


QUESTIONS, 


Sout AFRICAN WAR—COLONIAL CONTRIBUTIONS TO Cost OF WAR.—Question, 
Mr. James O’Kelly (Roscommon, N.), and Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


War Revier Funp.—Question, Mr. Kearley (Devonport) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour ... i “ ae i ay Be oe i 
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Peace NEGOTIATIONS BETWEEN Lorp KITCHENER AND GENERAL BotHAa.— 
Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis); Answer, The Secretary of 
State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


Mr. ScHALK BurGeEr’s PRroposaL.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answer, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain : a i ‘ 


LAND SETTLEMENT IN SoutH AFriIca.—Question, Mr. Frederick Wilson 
(Norfolk, Mid.) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberiain ) : 


Lorpd MILNER AND THE “JOHANNESBURG STAR.”—Question, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain as 


DutcH BuRGHER Corps or Scouts.—Question, Mr. Joseph A. Pease (Essex, 
Saffron Walden) ; Answer, The Secretar y of State for War Len Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford. - se en a * Ae ‘ 


BorR PRISONERS OF WAR—STATISTICAL RETURN.—Question, Mr. Bull 
(Hammersmith) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick oe a es 


MartirAL Law—Court Recorps.—Questions, Mr. Channing (Northampton- 
shire, E.), Mr. Humphreys-Owen (Montgomery), Mr.'T. M. Healy on N. " 
and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

ERMELO ENGAGEMENT.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


ENGAGEMENT NEAR CAROLINA.—-Question, Mr. Channing ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


INACCURATE REPORTS FROM THE SEAT OF WAR.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... on oats sia 7 a eu - 





Since or LaypysmMiTH—Sir Redvers BULLER AND Sir GEORGE W. 
Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick nas 


Remount Reports.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of 
Dean) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ‘ite oe si = wns ea 


CONTRABAND OF WaAR--COMPENSATION To DeTAINED GERMAN VESSELS.— 
Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester) re 


New Votunteer ReGULATIONS.—Questions, Sir Charles Cayzer (Barrow-in- 
Furness), and Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central); Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick : E a ot ae ay a eee a 

ConTRACTS FOR ARMY ACCOUTREMENTS.—Question, Capt. Norton (Newington, 
W.), and Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; Answers, The Financial 
Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 


Dustin) Barrack ContTRAcTs.—Question, Mr. Nannetti; Answer, Lord 
Stanley ‘ mK a4 ke He me ee 
Borer CoMMITTEE’S Rerort—BorLErs iN NEW Suips, ETC.—Question, Mr. 
William Allan (Gateshead) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. 
Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) ... was 50 ec he as as 
VOL. CI. ‘FOURTH SERIES. | g 
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THe Loss or tHe “ Cornra.”—Question, Mr. William Allan; Answer, Mr. 
Arnold-Forster ... i st = “ss oy es ay a 


InpIA—BeLLary Munictpan Councin.—-Question, Mr. Caine (Cornwall, 
Camborne) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing) 


WARISTAN Exprepition.— Question, Mr. Caine; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton 
THE “Ban Ricu.”—Qnuestion, Mr. Channing ; Answer, Lord Cranborne 


Secret AGREEMENT WITH GERMANY—GERMAN RAILWAY IN ASIA MINOR. 
Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answer, Lord Cranborne 


SLAVERY IN PemBa.—Question, Mr. Joseph A. Pease (Essex, Saffron Walden) ; 
Answer, Lord Cranborne 


SOMALILAND—ABYSSINIAN OPERATIONS AGAINST THE Map MUvuULLAH.— 
Question, Mr. Alfred Pease (Yorks, Cleveland) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne 


jnITISH ACTION IN KoweIT.—Question, Mr. James O'Kelly ; Answer, Lord 
Cranborne bs Sen 


AMERICAN-SPANISH WAR—DIPLOMATIC ACTION PRECEDING THE WAR. 
Question, Mr. Norman (Wolverhampton, 8.) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne 


EmPLoyMENT oF ScrooL Critpren.—Question, Dr. Maenamara (Camberwell,N.) 
and Mr. Channing; Answer, The Secreiary of State for the Home 
Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ... 


Reaister OF TeEAcnERS.—Question, Dr-- Macnamara; Answer, The Vice- 
President of the Board of Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University 


TEACHERS APPEALS AGAINST DisMIssaAL.—Question, Sir Joseph Leese (Lancashire, 
Accrington) ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst 


CommiTrreE oN THE MercHant Service--Irisn RepresENration.—Question, 
Mr. William Redmond; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central)... 


District Councits AND CHARITABLE GuiFts.—Question, Sir John Bonner 
(Cheshire, Northwich) ; Answer, The President of the Local Government 
Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, S.) 


Tut Smaut-pox Eememic.—Question, Lt. Col. Tufnell (Essex, S. E.), Mr. 
Joseph A. Pease, Mr. D. J. Morgan (Essex, Walthamstow), and Mr. Bartley 
(Islington, N.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


ACCOMMODATION FOR MEmBers.—Question, Mr. Frederick Wilson; Answer, 
c ’ 
The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine) 
5 Ss 


PARLIAMENt BuILDINGS—PAINTING OF SvroneworK.—Question, Mr. Louis 
Sinclair (Essex, Romford) ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas 


TeLecrapiic CoMMUNICATION WITH THE OvutTER Hepripes.—Question, Mr. 
John Dewar (Inverness) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
(Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, F.) 
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Loncrorp TrcHyicat Scnoon.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell be i 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) .. 


Barrow DRaInaGe.—Question, Mr. Delany (Queen’s County, Ossory) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... ee sl ees a Ses hii 


Transit OF Live Stock 1N IrELAND.——Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Jory Packine at Cork Assizes.—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ; Answer, 
The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 


Maconcay Estate (LoNcrorp) ApPEALS.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson 


Tuts, Craré (PosraL) ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Mr. William Redmond ; 
Answer, ‘Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Dustin CoLtteée OF  Scrence.—Question, Mr. Field; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain 


Suceestep Ministry or Commerce.—Question, Mr. Field; Answer, Mr. A. 
J. Balfour 


GatwAy Exnecrion --Postrion or Mr. Lyncn.—Question, Earl Perey (Kensing- 
ton, 8.); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour $6 saa ‘ati co 


{ESIGNATION OF THE CLERK oF THE Hovse- 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E ) 





Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN (STIRLING BURGHS) 
Resolved, nemine contradicente, That Mr. Speaker be requested to convey | to 
“Mr. Avéhibald’ John Soot’ Milman, C.B.,; on his retirement from the 
office of Clerk of the House, the assurance of its sincere appreciation of 
the valuable aid it has derived from his intimate acquaintance with the 
law and custom of Parliament, acquired during upwards of forty-five 
years of devoted service in different offices, of which thirty-one have 
been passed at the Table of the House, where his accurate knowledge and 
ready advice have rendered constant assistance to the House and its 
Members, in the conduct of its ever-increasing business.—(Mr. A. J. 
Balfour.) 


Appress In Repty to His Mavsesty’s Most Gracious Sprecu—{F irri 
Day’s Depate]—Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Main 
Question {16th January], “ That an humble Address be presented to His 
Majesty, as followeth :— 

“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 

“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament assembled, 
heg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the Gracious 
Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to hoth Houses of Parliament.” 

—Colonel Harry McCalmont.) 
Main Question again proposed. Debate resumed :— 
Sourn Arrica—Conpovuct or tHE War.— 
~ Mr. Cawley (Lancashire, Prestwich) a se wits oe 
Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire N.) 
q 2 
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Amendment proposed, at the end of the Question, to add the words— 


“But we humbly represent to Your Majesty that this House, while 


prepared to support all proper measures for the effective prosecution of the 
war in South Africa, is of opinion that the course pursued by Your Majesty’s 
Ministers, and their attitude with regard to a settlement, have not 
conduced to the early termination of the war and the establishment of a 
durable peace : ”—(Mr. Cawley.) 


Question proposed, ‘That these words be there added :”— 


Major Seely (Isle of Wight) . oF na 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 

Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ... Zs 

Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, WLR., Elland) me si we ies 
The Secretary of State for the Colonics (Mr. J. Chamberlain (Birmingham, 
Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ... se _ ans ae eae 

Mr. Jordan (Fermanagh, 8.) _ si si i \ 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment, to leave out from 


the word “ House,” in line 1, to the word “is,” in line 3 :—(Mr. Dillon). 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 


of the proposed Amendment.” 


The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 283; Noes, 64. (Division List No. 4.) 


Question again proposed, “That those words be there added.” 


Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen 8.) ... 


Debate adjourned till To-morrow. 


Adjourned at five minutes before Twelve o'clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 21st JANUARY, 1902. 


Ear. OF DARNLEY.—Petition of Ivo Francis Walter Bligh, Earl of Darnley, 
in the Peerage of Ireland, claiming a right to vote at the elections of Repre- 
sentative Peers for Ireland ; read, and referred to the Lord Chancellor to 
consider and report thereupon to the House... 


Lord NEwsoroucH.—Petition of William Charles Wynn, Baron Newborough, 
in the Peerage of Ireland, claiming a right to vote at the elections of Repre- 
sentative Peers for Ireland ; read, and referred to the Lord Chancellor to 
consider and report thereupon to the House... 


Sour ArricA—Petition from Boer prisoners of war at Bermuda.—Presented 
(By Command), and ordered to lie onthe Table _... a dios ei 






House adjourned at Four o’clock. 
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January 21.) 
HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 2ist JANUARY, 1902. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


STANDING OrDER 57 CompLieD witH.—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report 
from the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, pursuant to a 
Resolution of this House of the 2nd day of August, 1901, whereby this 
House agreed to a Resolution passed on the 2nd day of August, 1901, by 
the House of Lords, with regard to certain Bills therein specified, in the case 
of the following Bills originating and now pending in the Lords, Standing 
Order 57 has been complied with, viz. :— 

Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 1) [Lords]. 
Charing Cross, Hammersmith, and District Electric Railway [Lords]. 
City and North East Suburban Electric Railway [Lords]. 

Islington and Euston Railway [Lords]. 

King’s Road Railway [Lords]. 

West and South London Junction Railway [Lords]. 


Standing Orders 57 not complied with.—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, pursuant 
to a Resolution of this House of the 2nd day of August, 1901, whereby this 
House agreed to a Resolution passed on the 2nd day of August, 1901, by 
the House of Lords, with regard to certain Bills therein specified, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating and now pending in the Lords, 
Standing Order 57 has not been complied with, viz. :— 

Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 2) {Lords}. 
Ordered, that the Report be referred to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders... aa wee oie aa ae ae ao me 





PETITIONS. 


RoyaL DECLARATION.—Petition from Corstorphine, against alteration of Law ; 
to lie upon the Table. ... ‘a site 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ce. 


BoarD. OF EpucaTion.—Return [presented 20th January] to be printed 
(No. 18.) iste as “ad we kee ve a Sts a 


Sour Arrica.—Copy presented, of Petition from Boer Prisoners of War at 
Bermuda [by command]; to lie upon the Table 


Civit ConTINGENCIES FuND, 1900-01.—Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 20th January; Mr. Austen Chamberlain] ; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. (No. 19.)... sas ie ash sna ios Se 


Supreme Court or Jupicarure ([RELAND).—Return presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 20th January ; Mr. Austen Chamberlain] ; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. (No 20.) ... ee oe oe 


Post Orrick (HALIFAX (oR QuEBEC) AND Honc-Kona Matt ConTRAct).— 
Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 20th January ; Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. (No. 21.) 


CoLontAL Sratistics.—Copy presented, of Statistical Tables relating to the 
Colonial and other Possessions of the United Kingdom, Part XXIV., for 
the year 1899 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table wil vias 
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TRADE ReEports.—Copy presented, of Index to Reports of His Majesty’s 
Diplomatic and Consular Representatives Abroad on Trade and Subjects of 
General Interest — eects 1898-1899 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table ef es or os ss A 

Irish LAND CoMMIssION (JUDICIAL RENTS).-—-Copy presented, of Return for 
the month of March, 1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table... 


Irish Land Commission (Judicial Rents).—Copy presented, of Return for 
the month of April, 1901 [by Command], to lie upon the Table " 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS Acts, 1894 AND 1896.—Copy presented, of an Order, 
dated the 15th day of January, 1902, entitled the Bristol (Avonmout!) 
Foreign Animals Wharf Revocation Order of 1902 [by setiel to lic upon 
the Table bike oa int 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk Assistant. 


BANK OF ENGLAND.—Copy of all applications made by the First Lord of the 
Treasury and the Chancellor of the Exchequer to the Governor and Deputy 
Governor of the Bank of England for advances to Government authorised 
by Parliament from 5th January, 1901, to 5th January, 1902 |by Act] ; to 
be printed. (No. 22.)... bs bee es iis wat ss 


NEW BILLS. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’s SIsTER.—Bill to amend the Law as to 
Marriage with a Deceased Wife’s Sister, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Rutherford, Sir Brampton Gurdon, Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice, Mr. Hambro, 
Captain Jessel, Sir Joseph Lesse, Mr. MaclIver, Mr. Mellor, Mr. Melville, 
Mr. Charles Sh: aw, Sir Barrington Simeon, and Mr. Price. 


Marriage with a Deceased Wife’s Sister Bill —‘‘ To amend the Law as to 
Marriage wiih a Deceased Wife’s Sister,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 5th February, and to be 
printed. [Bill 1.] i ee is as ve 


Local. GOVERNMENT (WALES AND MONMOUTHSHIRE).—Bill to amend The 
Local Government Act, 1888, so far as it relates to Wales and Monmouth- 
shire, ordered to be brought i in by Mr. Edwards, Mr. George Kenyon, Mr. 
Alfred Thomas, Mr. Brynmore Jones, and Mr, Herbert Roberts. 


Local Government (Wales and Monmouthshire) Bill.—‘ To amend the 

'  Loeal Government Act, 1888, so faras it relates to Wales and Monmouth- 
shire,” presented, and read the first time ; ; to be read a second time upon 
W ednesday, 16th April, and to be printed. [Bill 2.] 


UrBAN Site VALUE Ratinc.—Bill to empower Urban Authorities to levy Site 


Value Rates, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Trevelyan, Mr. John Burns, 
Mr Douglas, Mr. Emmott, Mr. William Jones, Mr. M‘Kenna, Dr. 
Macnamara, Mr. Robson, and Mr. J. H. Whiteley. 


Urban Site Value Rating Bill.—“To empower Urban Authorities to levy 
Site Value Rates,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon W ednesday, 1 19th February, and to be printed. { Bill 3.] 
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Raving OF Macutnery,.— Bill to amend the Law relating to the Rating of 
Hereditaments containing Machinery, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Chapman, Sir Edward Strachey, Sir William Houldsworth, Sir William 
Coddington, Sir John Dorington, Mr. Cawley, Mr. Tomlinson, Mr. George 
Whiteley, and Mr. Rutherford. ; 


Rating of Machinery Bill.“ To amend the Law relating to the Rating of 
Hereditaments containing Machinery,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 9th April and to be printed. 


[Bill 4 ] 


Mines (Kiguv Hours),.—Bill to restrict the Llours in Mines to Eight Hours per 
Day from Bank to Bank, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Jacoby, Mr. 
Pickard, Sir Charies Dilke, Mr. William Abraham (Rhondda), Mr. ‘Thomas 
Bayley, Mr. Markham, Mr. Keir Hardie, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. Caldwell, 
Mr. Joseph Walton, Mr. Hatch, and Mr. Yoxall. 


Mines (Eight Hours) Bill.—‘To restrict the Hours in Mines to Light Hours 
per, Day from Bank to Bank,” presented, and read the first time; to be 
read a second time upon Wednesday, 5th March, and to be printed. 


(Bill 5.) ... 


Breer.—Bill to amend the Law relating to the manufacture and sale of Beer, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Tomlinson, Sir Cuthbert Quilter, Colonel 
Keynon-Slaney, Mr. Frederick Wilson, Mr. Purvis, Mr. Edwards, Colonel 
Brookfield, Mr. Gritiith-Boscawen, Mr. Broadhurst, Mr. Round, Mr. Corrie 
Grant, and Mr. Stevenson. 


Beer Bill.—‘‘ To amend the Law relating to the manufacture and sale of Beer,” 
presented, and read the first time; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 23rd April, and to be printed. [Bill 6.] 


o 
Damage caused by sparks or cinders from railway engines, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Hudson, Mr. Jeffreys, Mr. Munro Ferguson, Mr. 
Channing, Mr. Abel Smith, Mr. James Lowther, Major Rasch, Mr. 
Raymond-Greene, and Sir Edward Strachey. 


CoMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO Crops, &c.---Bill to give compensation for 
C 


Compensation for Damage to Crops, &c., Bill ——“'To give compensation for 
Damage by Fires caused by sparks or cinders from railway engines,” pre- 
sented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 
5th March, and to be printed. [Bill 7.] 


CoaL Mines (EMPLOYMENT).—-Bill to amend the provisions of the Coal Mines 
Regulation Act, 1887, which relate to employment, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Pickard, Sir Walter Foster, Mr. William Abraham (kKhondda), 
Mr. Holland, Mr. Broadhurst, Mr. Brynmor Jones, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. Bell, 
Mr. Cremer, and Mr. Walton. 


Coal Mines (Empioyment) Bili.—‘‘‘To amend the provisions of The Coal 
Mines Regulation Act, 1887, which relate to employment,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 12th March, 
and to be printed. {| Bill 8.] 


Acep Pensioners. Bill to provide Pensions for the Agod Deserving Poor, 
ordered to be brought ia by Mr. Raymond-Greene, Mr. Goulding, Mr. John 
Hutton, Mr. Remnant, Mr. J. W. Wilson, Mr. Bull, Mr. Carlisle, Mar. Hay, 
and Mr. Morrison. 


Aged Pensioners Bill. —‘“ To provide Pensions for the Aged Deserving Poor,” 


presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednes- 
day, 19th March, and t« be printed. [Bill 9.] 
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Mipwives.—Bill to secure the better training of Midwives and to regulate their 
practice, ordered to be brought in by Lord Cecil Manners, Mr. Tatton 
Egerton, Mr. Schwann, Mr. Parker Smith, Sir John Tuke, Sir Savile 
Crossley, Mr. Eugene Watson, Mr. Tennant, and Mr. Heywood Johnstone. 


Midwives Bill.—‘ To secure the better training of Midwives and to regulate 
their practice,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 26th February, and to be printed. [Bill 10.] 


LicensinG Acts AMENDMENT (ScCOTLAND).—Bill to amend the Licensing 
(Scotland) Acts, 1828 to 1887, ordered to be brought in by Sir Mark 
Stewart, Mr. Douglas, Mr. J. A. Campbell, Mr. Munro-Ferguson, Mr. 
Shaw-Stewarts, Mr. Crombie, and Mr. Maxwell. 


Licensing Acts Amendment (Scotland) Bill.— ‘To amend the Licensing 
(Scotland) Acts, 1828 to 1887,” presented, and read the first time ; to be 
read a second time upon Wednesday, 12th February, and to be printed. 


(Bill 11.] 


Suor Ciuss.—Bill to prohibit compulsory membership of unregistered Shop 
Clubs or thrift funds, and to regulate such as are duly registered, ordered 
to be brought in by Major Evans-Gordon, Mr. Harry Samuel, Sir Edward 
Strachey, Sir Albert Rollit, Sir Charles Dilke, Sir Harry Bullard, Mr. 
Yoxall, Mr. Hay, Dr. Macnamara, Mr. Holland, Mr. George White, and 
Mr. Goulding. 


Shop Clubs Bill.—‘“ To prohibit compulsory membership of unregistered Shop 
Clubs or thrift funds, and to regulate such as are duly registered,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednes- 
day, 26th March, and to be printed. [Bill 12.] - 


RuraL SMALL DweLiincs (IRELAND) ACQuIsiTIoN.—Bill to empower Rural 
Local Authorities in Ireland to advance money for enabling persons to 
acquire the ownership of small houses in which they reside, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Macartney, Mr. O’Neill, Colonel J. M‘Calmont, and Mr. 
William Moore. 


Rural Small Dwellings (Ireland) Acquisition Bill.—‘“To empower Rural 
Local Authorities in Ireland to advance money for enabling persons to 
acquire the ownership of small houses in which they reside,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 30th April, 
and to be printed. [Bill 13.]... ve 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) Acts AMENDMENT.—Bill to amend the Labourers 
(Ireland) Acts, ordered to be brought in by Mr. William Moore, Mr. 
Archdale, and Mr. Lonsdale. 


Labourers (Ireland) Acts Amendment Bill.—-“'To amend the Labourers 
(Ireland) Acts,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 26th February, and to be printed. [Bill 14.]  ... 


AGED PENSIONERS (No. 2).—Bill to provide Pensions for the Aged Deserving 
Poor, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Goulding, Mr. Raymond-Greene, Mr. 
John Hutton, Mr. Churehill, Mr. Stutt, Mr. Remnant, Mr. Evans-Gordon, 
Mr. Morrison, Mr. Bull, Mr. Carlisle, and Mr. Bousfield. 


Aged Pensioners (No. 2) Bill.—‘ Bills to provide Pensions for the Aged 
Deserving Poor,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 14th May, and to be printed. [Bill 15.] 
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OurpooR RELIEF (FRIENDLY SoctetiEs).—Bill to amend the Outdoor Relief 
(Friendly Sccieties) Act, 1894, ordered to be brought in by Sir Edward 
Strachey, Sir Samuel Hoare, Mr. Brand, Sir Mark Stewart, Colonel 
Brookfield, Mr. Holland, Mr. Goulding, Mr. Thomas Bayley, Mr. Rigg, and 
Mr. Yoxall. 


Outdoor Relief (Friendly Societies) Bill.—‘“ ‘To amend the Outdoor Relief 
(Friendly Societies Act, 1894,” presented, and read the first time; to be 
‘Bil Fee time upon Wednesday, 7th May, and to be printed. 

sill 16. te ve ae mae ae a 


BisHOPRIC OF SOUTHWARK.—Bill to provide for the constitution of a Bishopric 
of Southwark ; and for matters incidental thereto, ordered to be brought 
in by Colonel Stopford-Sackville, Mr. Talbot, Mr. Griffith-Boscawen, Mr. 
Thornton, Mr. Arthur Morton, Mr. Loyd, and Colonel Legge. 


Bishopric of Southwark Bill.—‘To provide for the constitution of a 
Bishopric of Southwark; and for matters incidental thereto,” presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 7th 
May, and to be printed. [Bill 17.] ... bes ans sia 


LEASEHOLDERS (PURCHASE OF FEE SimpLe).—Bill to give facilities to Lease- 
holders for the purchase of the Fee Simple of their holdings, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Kearley, Mr. William M’Arthur, Sir John Brunner, Mr. 
George Whiteley, and Mr. Soares. 


Leaseholders (Purchase of Fee Simple) Bill.—‘“‘ To give facilities to Lease- 
holders for the purchase of the Fee Simple of their holdings,” presented, 
and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 28th 
May, and to be printed. [Bill 18.] wei 





EvicTeD TENANTS (IRELAND).—Bill for the reinstatement of Evicted Tenants 
in Ireland ; and for other purposes, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Haviland-Burke, Mr. John Redmond, Mr. Dillon, Sir Thomas Esmonde, and 
Captain Donelan. 


Evicted Tenants (Ireland) Bill.—‘ For the reinstatement of the Evicted 
Tenants in Ireland ; and for other purposes,” presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 28th May, and 
to be printed. [Bill 19.] wi nm ee a 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) AcTS AMENDMENT (No. 2).—Bill to amend the 
Labourers (Ireland) Acts, 1883 eo 1896, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Joseph Nolan, Mr. J. P. Farrell, Mr. Murnaghan, Mr. Kendal O’Brien, Mr. 
Lundon, Mr. Joyce, Mr. Crean, Mr. O’Shee, and Mr. Sheehan. 


Labourers (Ireland) Acts Amendment (No. 2) Bill.—‘ To amend The 
Labourers (Ireland) Acts, 1883 to 1896,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 4th June, and to be printed. 
| Bill 20. ] ss <? a so aa sd 


ConcesTeD Districts (IRELAND).—Bill to deal with Congested Districts in 
Ireland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. J. F. X. O’Brien, Mr. Flynn, Dr. 
Robert Ambrose, Mr. Dillon, Mr. Conor O’Kelly, Mr. Roche, Mr. John 
O'Donnell, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell, and Mr. O’Doherty. 


Congested Districts (Ireland) Bill—‘“To deal with Congested Districts in 
Ireland,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 14th May, and to be printed. [Bill 21.] ane 
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LocaAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND).—Bill to improve Local Government in 
Ireland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Power, Mr. Crean, Mr. J. P. 
Farrell, Mr. Patrick Aloysius M‘Hugh, Mr. O'Shee, Mr. Nannetti, Mr. 
Tully, and Mr. Daly. , 


Local Government (Ireland) Bill.—“To improve Local Government in 
Ireland, presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 26th March, and to be printed.” [Bill 22.] 


O_p AGE PENsions.—Bill to provide Pensions for Persons over 65 years of age, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Channing, Mr. Burt, Mr. John Burns, Mr. 


o 


John Wilson (Durham), Sir Walter Foster, and Mr. Broadhurst. 


Old Age Pensions Bill.—‘'I'o provide Pensions for Persons over 65 years of 
age,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 29th January, and to be printed. [Bill 23.] 


LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) AcT (1854) AMENDMENT.—Bill to amend the 
Lands Valuation (Scotland) Act, 1854, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
M‘Crae, Mr. Bryce, Sir John Leng, Sir William Dunn, Mr. T. W. Russell, 
Mr. John Dewar, Mr. Eugene Wason, Mr. Robert Wallace, and Mr. Ure. 


Lands Valuation (Scotland) Act (1854) Amendment Bill.—‘“ To amend 
the Lands Valuation (Scotland) Act, 1854,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 19th February, and to be 
printed. [Bill 24.} 


Honorary FREEDOM OF BOROUGHS EXTENSION.—Bill to extend the Honorary 
Freedom of Boroughs Act, 1885, to the Metropolitan Boroughs, ordered to 
be brought in by Sir Alfred Rollit, Karl Perey, Mr. Bartley, Mr. Thornton, 
Mr. Horner, Captain Norton, Mr. Kimber, and Mr. Whitmore. 


Honorary Freedom of Boroughs Extension Bill.—‘“To extend the 
Honorary Freedom of Boroughs Act, 1885, to the Metropolitan Boroughs,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Monday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 25.] ... i 2 


County Courts JURISDICTION EXTENSION.—Bill to extend and amend _ the 
jurisdiction and practice of the County Courts, ordered to be brought in by 
Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. Compton Rickett, Mr. Galloway, Mr. D. A. Thomas, 
Mr. M‘Kenna, and Mr. Jacoby. 


County Courts Jurisdiction Extension Bill. —“ To extend and amend the 
jurisdiction and practice of the County Courts,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. 


(Bill 26.] 


CoaL Mines ReGuLation.—Bill to amend the Coal Mines Regulation Act, 1887, 
ordered to be brought in by Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. William Abraham 
(Rhondda), Mr. Thomas Bayley, Mr. Bell, Mr. Bolton, Sir Walter Foster, 
Mr. Hatch, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. M‘iXenna, and Mr. Pickard. 


Coal Mines Regulation Bill.—-‘*‘T'o amend the Coal Mines Regulation Act, 
1887,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time npou 
Wednesday, 5th March, and to be printed. [Bill 27. ] 


Suors.— Bill to amend the Law relating to Shops, ordered to be brought in by 
Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. John Burns, Mr. Flower, Mr. Lloyd-George, Colonel 
Hughes, Mr. Kemp, Mr. M‘Crae, Mr. Melville, Mr. Nannetti, Sir Barrington 
Simeon, and Mr. Tennant. 
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Sheps Bill.-—‘“ ‘To amend the Law relating to Shops,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 29th January, ard 
to be printed. {Bill 28.] ‘it "a - Me = an -. 448 


































FRANCHISE AND REMovAL or Women’s Disauiiitizs.—Bill to establish a 
single franchise at all elections, and thereby to abolish University repre- 
sentation, and to remove the Disabilities of Women, ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. Bell, Mr. John Burns, Mr. Keir Hardie, Mr. 
Atherley-Jones, Mr. Logan, Dr. Macnamara, and Captain Norton. 


£4) 


Franchise and Removal of Women’s Disabilities Bill—*'To establish 
a single franchise at all elections, and thereby to abolish University 
f representation, and to remove the Disabilities of Won:en,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 28th May, 
147 and to be printed. [Bill 29.]... se er ae ~ ois - 448 


Waces Boarps.—Bill to provide for the establishment of Wages Boards, 
ordered to be brought in by Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. Bell, Mr. John Burns, 
Mr. M‘Kenna, Mr. Tennant, and Mr. Trevelyan. 


Wages Boards Bill.—“ To provide for the Establishment of Wages Boards,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time on Wednesday, 
28th May, and to be printed. [Bill 30.] ee ne aS tue’ S&S 


wv cr —_— 


147 LEASEHOLD ENFRANCHISEMENT.—Bill to enable Leaseholders to become F'ree- 
holders, ordered to be brought in by General Laurie, Mr. James Kenyon, 
Sir George Fardell, Mr. Cohen, Mr. Spear, and Mr. lKandles. 





: Leasehold Enfranchisement Bill.—‘<To enable Leaseholders to become 
’ Freeholders,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 5th February, and to be printed. [Bill 31.]_ ... we 448 


<7 MepicaL Acts (EXTENSION).—Bill to extend the provisions of the Medical 
Acts, 1857 to 1886, ordered to be brought in by General Laurie, Mr. 
iT Rothschild, Sir Mancherjee Bhownagree, Colonel Wyndham Murray, Sir 
James Fergusson, and Mr. Middlemore. 
e Medical Acts (Extension) Bill.“ To extend the provision of the Medical 
y Acts, 1857 and 1886,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 12th February, and to be printed. [Bill32.] 449 


CoLONIAL MARRIAGES.-—Bill to legalise certain Colonial Marriages, ordered to 
e be brought in by General Laurie, Sir William Dunn, Sir Barrington 
U Simeon, Mr. Paulton, Mr. Rothschild, and Captain Jessel. 


447 § Colonial Marriages Bill—‘“To legalise certain Colonial Marriages,” pre- 
sented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 
12th March, and to be printed. [Bill 33]... ee ‘ay ak .. 449 


BoroucH Funps Act AMENDMENT.—Bill to amend the Borough Funds Acts, 
ordered to be brought in by Sir Albert Rollit, Sir James Woodhouse, 
Sir Harry Bullard, Sir Thomas Roe, and Mr. Plummer. 


Borough Funds Acts Amendment Bill.—-‘'l'o amend the Borough Funds 
HT Acts,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. | Bill 34] ... ash oe ua ww. 449 


Marker GARDENERS’ CoMPENSATION.— Bill to remove certain doubts as to the 
meaning of the Market Gardeners’ Compensation Act, 1895, ordered to be 
brought in by Colonel Long, Mr. Philip Foster, Colonel Brookfield, Sir 
Thomas Esmonde, and Mr. Channing. 
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Market Gardeners’ Compensation Bill—“'To remove certain doubts as to 
the meaning of The Market Gardeners’ Compensation Act, 1895,” presented 
and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Thursday, 13th 
February, and to be printed. [Bill 35.] Pat ie ss sate 


INEBRIATES (SCOTLAND).—Bill to amend the Inebriates Acts in respect of 
Scotland, ordered to be brought in by Sir John Tuke, Mr. James Campbell, 
Dr. Farquharson, Mr. Eugene Watson, Mr. Douglas, Mr. Renshaw, and 
Mr. Black. 


Inebriates (Scotland) Bill—“ To amend the Inebriates Acts in respect of 
Scotland,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 12th March, and to be printed. [Bill 36.] 


Liguor Trarric LocaL Veto (Scortanp.)—Bill to give the ratepayers a 
direct Veto on the Liquor Traffic in their respective areas in Scotland, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Hunter Craig, Mr. Crombie, Mr. 
Cameron Corbett, Mr. Black, Sir William Dunn, Mr. Eugene Watson, Mr. 
Wallace, Mr. John Hope, and Dr. Farquharson. 


Liquor Traffic Local Veto (Scotland) Bill—‘“To give the ritepayers a 
direct Veto on the Liquor Traffic in their respective areas in Scotland,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Tuesday 
18th February, and to be printed. [Bill 37.] i see ses ie 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DisQUALIFICATION ReMOovAL.—Bill to relieve members 
of Friendly Societies of certain disqualifications, arising from the receipt of 
temporary relief, ordered to be brought in by Sir Edward Strachey, Sir 
Albert Rollit, Mr. Warner, Mr. Beaumont, Mr. Golding, Mr. Lambert, 
Mr. Rigg, and Mr. Nussey. 


Friendly Societies Disqualification Removal Bill—‘“To relieve members 
of Friendly Societies of certain disqualifications arising from the receipt of 
temporary relief,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Thursday, 20th February, and to be printed. [Bill 38.] 


TiepD Houses (FREEING).—“ Bill to secure freedom for holders of licences for the 
sale of intoxicating liquor,” ordered to be brought in by Mr. Rea, Mr. 
Thomson, Mr. Yoxall, Mr. J. H. Whitley, Mr. Layland-Barratt, Mr. Bell, 
Mr. Soares, and Mr. Rigg. 


Tied Houses (Freeing) Bill—‘“To secure freedom for holders of licences 
for the sale of intoxicating liquor,” presented, and read the first time; to 
be read a second time upon Wednesday, 23rd April, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 39. } - et om ws ae ‘a 


Water (UNDERGROUND Svupp.ies).—Bill to limit and define the rights of 
persons taking water from underground sources for public supply, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Abel Smith, Mr. Halsey, Mr. Heywood Johnstone, 
Mr. Ashton, Mr. Hudson, and Mr. Joseph A. Pease. 


Water (Underground Supplies) Bill—‘“‘To limit and define the rights of 
persons taking water from the underground sources for public supply,” 
presented, and read the first time : to be read a second time upon Wednes- 
day, 9th April, and to be printed. [Bill 40.] 


DRUNKARDS (IRELAND).—Bill to remedy the Law relating to Drunkards in 
Ireland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. William Johnstone, Mr. O'Mara, 
Mr. John Gordon, and Mr. Kennedy. 
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Drunkards (Ireland) Bill.—‘“ To amend the Law relating to Drunkards in 
Ireland,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 12th February, and to be printed. [Bill 41.] 


RiFLE RANGES ACQUISITION.—Bill to facilitate the acquisition of Rifle Ranges, 
ordered +o be brought in by Mr. Charles Allen, Mr. Rep, Sir John 
Dorington, Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice, Sir John Brunner, and Sir Joseph 
Leese. 


Rifle Ranges Acquisition Bill.—‘“ To facilitate the Acquisition of Rifle 
Ranges,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 
W ednesday, 5th February, and to he printed, [ Bill 42.] .. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SuNDAY.—Bill to prohibit the sale of 
Intoxicating Liquors on Sundays, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Charles 
H. Wilson, “Mr. Perks, Sir Frederick Mappin, Mr. “Hain, Mr. Compton 
Rickett, Mr. Pickard, Mr. Fenwick, Mr. John Wilson (Durham), Mr. Bell, 
Mr. Randles, and Mr. Firbank. 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill.—“ To prohibit the Sale of 
Intoxicating Liquors on Sundays,” presented, and read the first time ; to 
be read a second time upon Wednesday, 30th April, and to be printed. 


[Bill 43.] 


PistoLs.—Bill to regulate the sale and use of Pistols or other fire-arms, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Helme, Mr. Rigg, Mr. Guest, Mr. J. H. Whitley, 


Mr. Arthur Wilson, Mr. Layland-Barratt, Mr. Emmott, and Mr, Chapman. 


Pistols Bill.—* To regulate the sale and use of Pistols or other fire-arms,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednes- 
day, 19th February, and to be printed. [Bill 44.] ... ss 


QUESTIONS. 


SourH AFRICA—TRANSVAAL Mr. Alfred Davies (Car- 
marthen Boroughs) ; Sonia The ‘Seer etary of State for the Colonies (Mr. 
J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W. ‘ ‘ ee a 





BANISHMENT PROCLAMATION.—Question, Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, 
Poplar) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain “s " 


Cost oF THE WAR.—Questions, Mr. M‘Crae (Edinburgh, 2) and Mr. _— 
(Islington, W.) ; Answers, The Chancellor of the Exchequer ee Hicks 
Beach, Bristol, W. yas 


TWEEFONTEIN ENGAGEMENT. ry Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.); 
Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


CONCENTRATION CAMPS.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


CENSORSHIP OF WAR NEws—FALSE Reports. , Mr. Swift MacNeil ; 


Answer, Mr. Brodrick... 


PRETORIA P Pay ARREARS.—Question, Sir Elliott Lees inicio > 
Answer, The Financial eee to the War Office (Lord ae Lanca- 
shire, W esthoughton) .. * ie oul we vis es Pee 








Caprains OF MILITIA SERVING IN SOUTH AFRICA.—Question, Sir J. Fergusson 
(Manchester, N.E.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley es oe 
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MiLitary EMPLOYMENT OF NATIVES.—Question, Mr. Thomas Bayley (Derby- 
shire, Chesterfield) ; Answer, Lord Stanley... ak ies 3 j 


Seizure OF Borer Horses. —Question, Mr. O'Dowd (Sligo, $.); Answer, Lord 
Stanley v7 


H.M.S. “ Lonpon ”—BREAKDOWN OF MACHINERY.—Question, Mr. William 
Alian (Gateshead): Answer, First Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold- 
Foster, Belfast, W.) 


H.M.LS. “Epwarp THe SEVENTH.”—Questions, Mr. Reginald Lueas (Portsmouth) 
and Mr. Kearley (Devonport); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


INDIA Frontivn —TeLeGRaAPHic AND RAtLWwAy COMMUNICATION.—Question, 
Earl Percy (Kensington, S.); Answer, The Secretary of State for India 
(Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) is 


MALTA.—Questions, Mr. Alfred Davies, and Mr. Sydney Buxton ; Answer, Mr. 
J. Chamberlain nv: Sy sank se he Ss 


_ 


EupHRATES VALLEY RaAtLWAy CONCESSION.—Question, Earl Percy ; Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, 
Rochester) sae bs 


~ 


Russian 5 per Cent. GOLD LOAN TO PERsIA.—Question, Earl Percy ; Answer, 
Lord Cranborne 


MInInG ROYALTIES. —Question, Mr. Alfred Davis ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach 


Tue Bupcrr.—Question, Mr. Delany (Queen’s County, Ossory); Answer, Sir 
M. Hicks Beach 


PaTent AcTtsS—AMENDING BiLL.—Question, Sir John Leng (Dundee); Answer, 
The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour,. Leeds Centra!) 


GAMBLING ON Foon StTurrs.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ; 


Cuerquve Bank Ligvuimation.—Question, Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.); Answer, 
Mr. Gerald Balfour 


Hours or Lanour on RaAtLways.—Question, Mr. Bell (Derby); Answer, 
Mr. Gerald Balfour ms 

SmaLL DwetinGs Acauistrion Acr.—Question, Mr. Horner (Lambeth, N.) ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorks., N.R. Thirsk) 

VavcrnaTIon—Tur Conscience CLAUSE.—Question, Mr. Logan (Leicester- 
shire, Harboroizh); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home 
Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon)... 

Sir Francis Jeune.—Question, Dr, Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie ; i 

. KRAUSE’S TRIAL.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, the Attorney 

General (Sir Robt. Finlay, Inverness Burghs) 


—_ 


SoutTH AFRICAN MAIL DELAYS. — Question, Mr. Coghill (Stoke - on -'Trent) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamber- 
lain, Worcestershire FE.) : 

TELEGRAPHIC BREAKDOWNS. — Question, Mr. Renwick (Newcastle-on-Tyne) 

and Sir John Leng; Answer, Mr Austen Chamberlain 
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TELEPHONIC COMMUNICATION WITH Nortn DEvon. — Question, Mr. Soares 
(Devonshire, Barnstaple) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


LoxcrorD County CoUNCIL AND AsyLUM CHARGES.—Question, Mr. J. P. 
Farrell (Longford, N.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. 
Wyndham, Dover) he - i ss 5 


Maypow GRAVEYARD. —Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Army CONTRACTS IN IRELAND.—- Question, Mr. Field and Mr, Nannetti (Dublin, 


Cotiege Green) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


Sugar Tax IN IRELAND.-~Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell and Mr. T. M. Healy ; 
Answer, Sir A. Hicks Beach = a x ant te 


IrisH CATTLE TRANSIT.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ... 


GIBRALTAR.—-Question, Mr Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis); Answer, The First 
Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, I.) ee 


WorkMEN’s COMPENSATION AND EARLY CLOSING OF SHops.—Question, Sir 
Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour ... jee sink 


BUSINESS OF THE House (KING’s SpeecH).—Ordered, That the proceedings 
on the Address in Answer to His Majesty’s Speech have precedence this 
day and to-morrow of the Notices of Motions and of the other Orders of the 
day.—(Mr. Balfour.) 


Appress IN Repty to His Masesty’s Most Gractous SpPrECH. Fourth 
day’s debate. 


SoutH AFRICA—CONDUCT OF THE WAR. 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Amendment [20th January | 
to Main Question [16th January], “That an humble Address be pre- 
sented to His Majesty, as followeth :— 


“« Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament assembled, 
beg leave to offer our humble thanks to your Majesty for the Gracious 
speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of Parliament 


-—(Colonel Hurry McCalmont) :— 


And which Amendment was, at the end of the Question, to add the 
words, — 


“Bat we humbly represent to Your Majesty that this House, while 
prepared to support all proper measures for the effective prosecution of the 
war in South Africa, is of opinion that the course pursued by Your 
Majesty’s Ministers, and their attitude with regard to a settlement, have 
not conduced to the early termination of the war and the establishment of 
a durable peace.”— Mr, Cawley. 


Question again proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 
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Discussion :— 


Mr. Winston Churchill (Oldham) . 

Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W. ) 

Mr. Arthur Elliott (Durham), : 3 

Mr. Norman (Wolverhampton, 8.) .. 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 

Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, EB.) 

Mr. Renwick ( Newcastle-on-Tyne) 

Mr. C. P. Scott (Lancashire, Leigh) 

Mr. Ernest Gray (Vest Hom, ae 

Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon ene 

Sir Elliott Lees ( Birke nhead) ; 

The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. - J. “Balfour, Manchester, E. i 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ; 


Question put. 

(The House divided :—Ayes, 123 ; Noes, 333. Division List, No 5.) 
Main question again proposed. Debate arising. 

It being after midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve o’elock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, WEDNESDAY, 22np JANUARY, 1902. 
The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


PETITIONS. 
ELEMENTARY EpucaTion.—Petition from Swansea, for alteration of Law ; to 
lie upon the Table é 


toYAL DECLARATION.—Petitions against alteration of Law ; from Streatham ; 
and Chelmsford ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BiLu.—Petition from Ashton on 


Ribble, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 





SHop CLups iets Bidets from Kidderminster, in favour; to lic upon the 
Table 


tETURNS, REPORT'S, ETC. 
LocAL REGISTRATION OF TITLE (IRELAND) Act, 1891, AND SMALL DWEL- 
INGS ACQuiSITION ACT, 1899 (RULES).—Copy presented, of Rules, dated 
31 July, 1901, made by the Judge nominated as an additional Land Judge 


for the purposes of The Local ‘Registration of Title (Ireland) Act, 1891, 
with the approval of the Lord Chancellor [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk Assistant :— 


Lunacy.—Copy of Return of all sums received by the visitors of lunatics for 
travelling expenses, or upon any other account, from Ist January to 31st 
December, 1901 [by Act] 
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ALIEN IMMIGRATION.—Return ordered, “of the number of Aliens that arrived 


from the Continent at ports in the United Kingdom in each month of the 
year 19U2.” . Gerald Balfour) ait 


TRADE AND NAVIGATION.—Copy ordered, “of Accounts relating to Trade and 
Navigation of the United Kingdom for each month during the year 1902.” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour)... ae sth . 


Post OFFICE (NATIONAL TELEPHONE COMPANY). — Copy ordered, “of Agree- 
ment, dated the 18th day of November, 1901, between His Majesiy’ s Post- 
master General and the National Telephone Company, Limited, with refer- 

ence to the Exchange Area of London.” —(Mr. Austen Chamberlain) 





ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO His MaAsesty’s Most Gracious SpEEcH—| FIFTH 
Day’s DeEpaTe].—Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on main 
Question [16th January], “That an humble Address be presented to His 
Majesty, as followeth :— 


* Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament assembled, 
beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the Gracious 
Spee sch which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of Parliament.” 

—(C Colonel Harry M‘Calmont). 





Main Question again proposed. 
BrivIsH INTERESTS IN PERSIA.— 
Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, W.R., Barnsley) . 
Earl Percy (Kensington, S.) - : 
Amendment proposed, at the end of the dinintinn, to — the w sie 
“ But we humbly represent to Your Majesty that it is essential that 
adequate measures should be taken for the safeguarding of the commercial 
and political interests of the British Empire in Persia.”—(Mr Joseph 
Watton). 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there added : ”— 
Discussion— 
Mr. Norman (Wolverhampton, 8.)... 
Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, S.) ... 
Sir Edward Grey (Northumberland, Berw ick) F 
The Under Secretary of State ‘al en Apis s Cont ¢ ‘vanborne, 
Rochester) 
Mr, Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye) 
Mr. Moon (St. Pancras, N.) ve 
Sir Edward Sassoon (Hythe) ee 
Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, Northwich) 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question again proposed. 
{LF-GOVERNMENT (UNITED KINGDomM). 
Mr, Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) ... 
Mr, George Whiteley (Yorkshire, W.R., P udsey) . a aes 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department (ar Ritchie, C Croydon) ... 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) : sei ‘sie 
Question put and negatived. ~ 
Main Question again put. 
Debate adjourned till to-morrow. 
VOL. CI. [FourtH Srrtes.] h 
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CoLLEGIATE CHARGES (SCOTLAND).—Bill to confer additional powers on the LUNAC 
Court of Teinds in Scotland with reference to Collegiate Charges ordered ex 
to be brought in by Mr. James Campbell, Mr. John Edward Gordon, Mr. De 
Maxwell, Sir Walter Thorburn, and Sir Mark Stewart. 
ENA 
ee Charges (Scotland) Bill._—‘ To confer additional powers on the " we 
ourt of Teinds in Scotland with reference to Collegiate Charges,” pre- DISEAS 
sented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, Br 
9th April, and to be printed. [Bill 45] in = BER bas we 644 
; , ‘ POLLIN 
TEINDS (SCOTLAND).—Bill to amend the law of the Teinds, and to abolish fiars 
prices in Scotland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Renshaw, Mr. Nicol, 1. 
Mr. James Campbell, Mr. Gordon, Mr. Orr-Ewing, and Sir John Stirling- 
Maxwell. 
9 
Teinds (Scotland) Bill—‘ To amend the Law of Teinds and to abolish fiars “ 
prices in Scotland,” presented and read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 16th April, and to be printed. [Bill 46] ... . 644 3 
CoMPANIES’ CERTIFICATES.—Bill to provide for the issues by Companies of 
Share and Stock Certificates, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Banbury, 
Mr. Wallace, Mr. John Edward Gordon, and Mr, Henderson. 4. 
Companies’ Certificates Bill—‘To provide for the use by Companies of 
Share and Stock Certificates,” presented and read for the first time ; to be Locar. | 
read a second time upon Friday, and to be printed. [Bill 47.]__ ... .. 64 sai 
ai 
New Licences (IRELAND).—Bill to amend the law as to the granting of New We 
Licences for the sale of intoxicating liquors in Ireland, ordered to be BANK O 
brought in by Mr. Timothy M. Healy and Mr. Clancy. ne 
in 
New Licences (Ireland) Bill—‘‘To amend the Law as to the granting of Jar 
New Licences for the sale of intoxicating liquors in Ireland,” presented, Del 
and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Friday, and to be 
printed. [Bill 48]... is ah iis a ion ais — I 
Adjourned at a quarter after Five o'clock. 
HOUSE OF LORDS, THURSDAY, 23rp JANUARY, 1902. 
The Hou 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, STANDIN 
do ¢ 
TRADE ReportTs.—Index to Reports of His Majesty’s Diplomatic and Consular ton, 
Representatives abroad on trade and subjects of general interest, 1898-99 64 a 
Mr. 
STATISTICS.—Statistical Tables relating to the Colonial and other Possessions of _ Mr. 
the United Kingdom, Part XXIV., for the year 1899 ia = we 649 (Mr. 
Ir1sH LAND ComMIssION (JUDICIAL RENTS).— eer 
Men 
1, Return for the month of March, 1901. liam 
2. Return for the month of April, 1901. a 
Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table... va - 669 nate 
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the Lvvacy.—Return of all sums received by the Visitors of lunatics for travelling 
red expenses or upon any other account, from the 1st January to the 31st 
Mr. December, 1901 ion sie aia - a vr spi w» 645 
GrENADA.—Amended prison rule nti to punishment by flogging for mis- 
the conduct in prison 5 645 
re- DISEASES OF ANIMALS Act, 1894 AND 1896.—Order No. 6408, entitled the 
ays ou Bristol (Avonmouth) Foreign Animals Wharf Revocation Order of 1902 645 
POLLING DIsTRICTs.— 
W's 
ol, 1. County of Lancaster. Order made by the County Council of the county 
ng- palatine of Lancaster re-dividing the Lancaster Parliamentary Division 
into polling districts. 
2. County of Northumberland. Order made by the County Council of the 
pir county of Northumberland altering the polling districts in the Wans- 
nd oa beck Parliamentary Division of the county. 
; 3. County of Southampton. Order made by the County Council of the 
of county of Southampton altering the polling districts in the Andover 
is Parliamentary Division. 
si 4. Borough of Derby. Order made by the council of the borough of satis 
re-divi iding the ‘borough into polling districts ... ‘ne : .. 645 
of 
be Local REGISTRATION OF TITLE (IRELAND) ACT, 1891, AND THE SMALL DWELL- 
644 ING ACQUISITION ACT, 1899,—Rules dated 31st July, 1901. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table... 646 
“i BANK OF ENGLAND.—Applications made by the First Lord of the Treasury 
and the Chancellor of the Exchequer of the Governor of the Bank of 
England for advances to Government, authorised by Parliament, from 5th 
of January, 1901, to 5th January, 1902: 
d, Delivered (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table pas .. 646 
O44 House adjourned at Four o'clock, till to-morrow, half-past Ten o'clock. 
ok. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS, THURSDAY, 23rp JANUARY, 1902. 
The House met at Three of the Clock, 


STANDING OrpDERS.—Ordered, That the Select Committee on Standing Orders 

do consist of Thirteen Members :—Sir John Brunner, Sir William Codding- 

lar ton, Mr. John Edward Ellis, Sir Thomas Esmonde, Dr. Farquharson, Mr. 

99 64 Halsey, Mr, Humphreys-Owen, Mr. James Lowther, Sir James Rankin, 

Mr. William Redmond, Sir Mark M‘Taggart Stewart, Mr. Whitmore, and 

of Mr. Wodehouse were accordingly nominated Members of the Committee.— 
645 (Mr. Halsey.) ... _ ne ee _ ie vee ae .. 646 


SsLECTION.—Ordered, That the Committee of Selection do consist of Eleven 
Members :—Mr. Blake, Mr. Sydney Buxton, Sir John Dorington, Sir Wil- 
liam Hart Dyke, Dr. Farquharson, Mr. M‘Kenna, Sir Edward Reed, Sir 
Mark M Taggart Stewart, Mr. Wharton, Mr. Wodehouse, and the Chair- 
man of the Select Committee on Standing Orders were snamenad nomi- 
nated Members of the Committee.—(Mr. Halsey.) . pits - .. 646 
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Grocers’ LICENCES.—Petition from Flint, for legislation ; to lie upon the Table 
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Po.iine Districts (COUNTY OF SOUTHAMPTON).—Copy presented,—of Order 


made by the County Council of Southampton altering the Polling Districts 
in the Andover Parliamentary Division [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ... 


PoLLinG Districts (County OF LANCASTER). —Copy presented, of Order made 
by the County Council of the County Palatine of Lancaster re-dividing 
the Lancaster Parliamentary Division into Polling Districts [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table... 


Potiine Districts (COUNTY OF NORTHUMBERLAND).—Copy presented, of Order 
made by the County Council of the County of Northumberland altering 
the Polling Districts in the Wansbeck Parliamentary Division of the 
County [by Act]; to lie upon the Table __... ice 


POLLING DistRIcTs (BOROUGH OF DEeRBy).—Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Council of the Borough of Derby re-dividing the Borough into Polling 
Districts [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION.—Return presented, relative thereto {ordered 22nd January; 
Mr. Gerald Balfour | ; to lie upon the Table, and to be prisited. [No. 23.] 


TRADE AND NAvVIGATION.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 22nd 
January ; Mr. Gerald balfour | ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 
[No. 24.] - 


Post OFFICE (NATIONAL TELEPHONE CoMPANY).—Return presented, relative 
thereto {ordered 22nd January ; Mr. Austen Chamberlain]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed [No. 25.] ... 


GRENADA.—Copy presented, of Amended Prison Rule relating to punishment 
by Flogging for misconduct in Prison [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES ([RELAND).—Copy presented, of Return for the quarter 
ended for 31st December, 1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Papers LAiD UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK ASSISTANT.— 


CHARITABLE ENDOWMENTS (LONDON).—Further return relative thereto 
[ordered 2nd August, 1894 ; Mr. Francis Stevenson] ; to be printed [No. 26.] 


INQuIRY INTO CHARITIES (CouNTY OF Montcomery.—Further return relative 
thereto [ordered 14th February, 1900 ; Wr. Grant Lawson}; to be printed. 
[No. 27. ‘ 2 . 


Inquiry. INTO CHARITIES (CouNTY.or CARNARVON).—Further Return relative 
[No 2 ordered 10th February, 1898 ; Mr. Grant Lawson]; to be printed. 
No 28. : 


WHISKEY IN Bonp (ScoTLanp).—Return ordered, “showing the total quantities 
of Whiskey in Bond (distinguishing the quantities in general warehouses 
from the quantities in distillers’ warehouses) in each Excise collection in 
Scotland on the 31st day-of January, 1902.”—(Mr. Gordon.) 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





le 647 
ORDER OF ORIGINATION OF PRIVATE BrLLs.—The Chairman of Ways and Means 
reported, That, in accordance with Standing Order 79, he had conferred 
is with the Chairman of Committees of the House of Lords, for the purpose 
va of determining in which House of Parliament the respective Private Bills 
674 should be first considered, and they had determined that the ee 
in the following List should originate in the House of Lords, viz. 
de 1. Abertillery Urban District Council. 
1g 2, Ashton-under-Lyne and Dukinfield Corporations (Alma Bridge, etc.). 
ie ; 3. Baker Street and Waterloo Railway. 
674 4. Barry Railway. 
5. Birmingham and Midland Tramways. 
er 6, Birmingham Assay Office. 
1g 7. Birmingham Corporation Water. 
he 8. Bradford Corporation. 
647 9. Bradford-on-Avon Gas. 
10. Bristol Corporation. 
by 11. Bristol Water. 
ng 12. Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway (New Lines, &c.). 
647 13. Brynaman and Neath Railway. 
14. Buxton Urban District Council. 
V; 15. Caterham and District Gas. 
} 647 16. Central Argentine and Rosario Railway. 
17. Central London Railway (New Lines). 
nd 18. Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 3). 
ed 19. Charing Cross, Hammersmith, and District Electric Railway (No. 2). 
648 20. Chigw ell, Loughton, and W oodford Gas. 
21. C ity and Cry stal Palace Railw ay. 
ve 22. City and North-East Suburban Electric Railway (No. 2). 
he 23. Consett Water. 
648 24. Darley Dale Water. 
25. Deal and Walmer Gas. 
nt 26. Devonport Corporation (General Powers). 
648 27. Devonport Corporation (Water). 
28. Devonport Water. 
er 29, Donegal Railway. 
648 30. Dover Harbour. 
31. Edgware and Hampstead Railway. 
32. Exeter and District Tramways. 
33. Felixstowe and Walton Improvement. 
to 34. Great Northern and City Railway. 
5. 35. Great Northern and Strand Railway. 
36. Great Northern Railway (No. 2). 
ve 37. Hastings Harbour District Railway (Extension of time). 
cd. 38. Hastings Tramways. 
645 39. Herne Bay Improvement. 
40. Isle of Wight Central Railway. 
ve 41. King’s Road Railway (Putney Extension). 
a. oy 42. Lancashire County (Lunatic Asylums). 
64 43. Leicester Corporation. 
44. Liverpool Cathedral. 
ies 45. Liverpool Grain Storage and Transit Company. 
$eS 46. London and Brighton Electric Railway. 
in 47. London and South Western Railway. 
648 48. London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway. 


49. London United Electric Railways. 
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PRIVATE BILLS SUSPENDED IN THE House or Lorps, SESSION 1901.— 


. Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 1) 


Longwood Gas. 

Manchester District Telephone Board. 
Margate Corporation Water. 

Medway and Thames Canal. 

Menai Bridge Urban District Council. 
Mexborough and Swinton Tramways. 


Midland Counties Junction Railways (Sale) Act, 1901 (Amendment). 


National Telephone Company ( Kingston-upon-Hull). 
National Telephone Company (Manchester Area). 
Newcastle and Gateshead Water. 

Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Tramways. 

Newport (Salop) Improvement 

North and South Shields Electric Railway. 

North-East London Railway. 

North Ormesby, South Bank, and Grangetown Tramways. 
North Staffordshire Tramways. 

Northumberland Electric Tramways. 

North-West London Railway. 

Nottingham Corporation. 

Owens College, Manchester. 

Piccadilly and City Railway (No. 2). 

Plymouth, Devonport, and South Western Junction Railway. 
Rhondda Urban District Council. 

Rhymney Railway. 

Rickmansworth Gas. 

Rossendale Valley Tramways. 

Rusthall Manor. 


South Eastern and London, Chatham and Dover Railways. 
South Shields, Sunderland, and District Tramways. 
Street Urban District Council Water. 

Sutton Bridge Dock. 

Swansea Corporation. 

Swansea Corporation Water. 

Swindon United Gas. 

Taff Vale Railway. 

Tiverton Market. 

Torquay and Paignton Tramways. 

Tyne Improvement Commission. 

Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads. 
Warrington Corporation (Education). 
Waterford and Bishop Foy Endowed Schools. 
Weardale and Shildon District Water. 

West Hampshire Water. 

Whitstable Improvement. 

Wigan Corporation. 

Wrexham District Tramways. 

Wrexham Water. 

Ystradfellte Water 


] 
2. Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 2) a 


3. Charing Cross, Hammersmith, and District Electric Railway (No. 1) 


oe 





{ Lords]. 





Lords 


. City and North-East Suburban Electric Railway (No. 1) [Lords]. 
. Islington and Euston Railway [Lords]. 
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and Mr. Flynn; Answers, Mr. Austen Chamberlain am bow ond 


TrANSIT OF IRISH LIVE STocK.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Gerald 
Balfour ... sve ded — <r io st i na nile 


War DEPARTMENT WorkKS AT ACHLONE.—Question, Mr. William Moore 
(Antrim, N.); Answer, Lord Stanley... oe oS eis ee 





ScortisH EpucaTION BiILL.—Question, Mr. Crombie; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour ... a ae ats sae Ee mee 
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ADDRESS IN RepLy To His Most Gracious MaJesty’s SPEECH.—Sixth Day’s 
Debate :— 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Main Question [16th 
January|, “That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty as 
followeth :— 


“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the 
Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
Parliament.”-—(Colonel Harry M‘Calmont.) 


Main Question again proposed. 


Ir1isH LAND QUESTION :— 


Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) 
Mr. Hayden (Roscommon, 8.) 


Amendment proposed, at end of the Question, to add the words :— 


“But we humbly represent to Your Majesty, that the refusal of 
Your Majesty’s Government to hold out any hope to the people of Ireland 
of a settlement of the Irish Land Question by a comprehensive measure of 
compulsory sale of the landlord’s interest to the occupying tenants, and by 
the reorganisation of the Congested Districts Board with larger resources 
and with compulsory powers of acquiring land, has given rise to wide- 
spread discontent and agitation in Ireland: that the Government of 
Ireland, instead of applying itself to the removal of the grievances under 
which the people suffer and so abating the causes of reasonable discontent 
and agitation, have after a period of nine years and at a time when Ireland 
is absolutely free from agrarian crime, put a criminal statute of an excep- 
tional description once more in operation, suppressed the right of free 
speech, dispersed legal and peaceable meetings with unprovoked and brutal 
police violence, and used Courts presided over by magistrates removable at 
the pleasure of the Executive to send to gaol without a fair trial Members 
of this House and other citizens of Ireland for no other offence than 
asserting their right to address their constituents and fellow citizens in 
public meeting assembled ; and finally to represent to Your Majesty that 
the government of Ireland is not supported by the opinion of the vast 
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majority of the people of Ireland, and that the condition of that country 
demands the serious and immediate attention of Parliament, with a view 
to the establishment of harmony between the Government and the great 
majority of the people.”—(Mr. John Redmond.) 
Question proposed,‘ That those words be there added.” 
Discussion :— 
Cal. Sanderson (Armagh, N.\ nee a, 1 ie ion 00 
Mr. Tomlinson (Cheshire, Crewe) ... we ie i + — 
Mr. William Moore (Antrim, N.) oe me ve ae snes! Se 
Mr. O'Dowd (Sligo, 8.) — ... gee nae we See cvs: The 
Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.).. ss a Sy ee 736 sas 
Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) Ss sti sa ee vod. ae 
Mr. Lough (Islington, IV.) Jet ~ Oe Bog ae co Toe 
Mr. Hemphil 1 (Tyrone, N.) ae oe ves = FOO Cru 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (2 Ur. I} ‘yndham, Dover) ie on son $00 
Debate adjourned till to-morrow. 
MAR 
NEW BILLS. 
Mip 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACTS AMENDMENT.—Bill to amend the Merchant Ship- 
ping Acts, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Field, Mr. Claney, Mr. Patrick SALE 
O’Brien, and Mr. Carew. 


Merchant Shipping Acts Amendment Bill.—‘To amend the Merchant Sov’ 
Shipping Acts,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday next, and to be printed, (Bill 49]. rR << oe 


STEAM ENGINES AND BoILERS (PERSONS IN CHARGE).—Bill to grant certificates 
to Persons in charge of Steam Engines and Boilers, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Cameron, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. Bell, Mr. Fenwick, Mr. John Wilson | 
(Durham), Mr. Paulton, Mr. Pickard, Mr. William Allan, Mr. Nannetti, and 
Mr. Levy. 


His1 


Steam Engines and Boilers (Persons in Charge) Bill.—“ ‘To grant certi- 
ficates to Persons in Charge of Steam Engines and Boilers,” presented and 
read the first time ; to be read a second time upon W ednesday, 23rd April, 
and to be printed. [Bill 50.] ; eet re ss 
Adjourned at Twelve o’elock. 


~I 
-~I 
co 





HOUSE OF LORDS : THURSDAY, 24TH JANUARY, 1902. 


OrFicE OF Lorp GREAT CHAMBERLAIN.— Petition of Sir John James Hugh Henry 
Stewart Murray, Duke of Atholl, K.T., praying that he may have leave to 
appear and be heard before their Lordships and before the Committee for 
Privileges by himself, his counsel, and agents in opposition to the claim of 
the Earl of Ancaster to the office ‘of Lord Great Chamberlain of Dicgtimael 
read, and referred to the Committee for Privileges 





Pri 


~T 


~I 
~I 


Petition of George Henry Hugh Marquess of a teeraditnn, and 
Charles Robert Earl Carrington, G.C.M.G., praying that they may have 
leave to appear before their Lordships and before the Committee for 
Privileges by themselves, their counsel, and agents in opposition to the 
claim of the Earl of Ancaster to the office of Lord Great Chamberlain of 
England : read, and referred to the Committee for Privileges. 
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OuTRAGES (IRELAND).— Return for the quarter ended 31st 


December, 


Table. 


1901: presented [by command], and ordered to lie on the 


House adjourned at twenty minutes past Twelve o’clock, to Monday next, 
a quarter before Eleven o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 24TH JANUARY, 1902. 


The House met at Three o'clock. 


CRUELTY 


TO ANIMALS AcT, 1876.—Petition from London for Repeal ; 


to lie upon the Table 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER BILt.—Petition from Hurst- 
pierpoint, against ; to lie upon the Table. 


Petition from Wimbledon, in favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


MIDWIVES BILL. 





Petitions in favour ; from 





SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BILt. 
Whitchurch, Bath, and Ramsey ; to lie upon the Table. 


SoutH AFRICAN WaAR.—Petition from Rochdale, for cessation of hostilities, 
to lie upon the table pay 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


HistorRicAL MANUSCRIPTS (RoyAL COMMISSION).—-Copy presented, of Calendar 
of the Stuart Manuscripts at Windsor Castle belonging to His Majesty the 
King, Vol. I. ; Calendar of the Manuscripts of the Marquis of Salisbury, 
K.G., Part [X. ; Calendar of the Manuscripts of the Marquis of Ormonde, 
K.P., Vol. I. ; Report on the Manuscripts of the Duke of Buccleuch, K.G., 
K.T., preserved at Montagu House, Whitehall, Vol. IT. ; 
Manuscripts of Colonel David Milne-Holme, of Wedderburn Castle, N.B. ; 
and Reports on Manuscripts in various Collections, Vol. I. 
to lie upon the Table. ... - nde ; 


teport on the 


[by command] ; 


=I 


LAND LAW (IRELAND) Act, 1887 (Eviction NoticEs).—Copy presented, of 
Return of Eviction Notices filed during the Quarter ended 31st December, 
1901 [by command]; to lie upon the Table ; 


~I 
ie 2) 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION. PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) AcT, 1899.—Copy presented, 
of Report by the Chairman of Committees of the House of Lords and the 
Chairman of Ways and Means in the House of Commons, under The 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, that they were of 
opinion that the provisions of the Caledonian Railway Order, the Nobe 
Explosives Company, Limited (Ardeer Works Water Supply) Order, the 
North British Railway (General Powers) Order, the North British Railway 
(Steam Vessels) Order, the Renfrew Harbour Order, and the Scottish 
Equitable Life Assurance Society Order are of such a character that 
they ought to be dealt with by Private Bills and not by Provisional 


Orders |by Act]; to lie upon-the Table, and to be printed. [No. 29]. 
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TRADE ReEporTS (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2739 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


AMERICAN MAIL SERvVICE.—Return ordered, “showing the number of days, 
hours, and minutes occupied in the transit of the Royal Mails, both outward 
and inward, carried during the year 1901 by steamships between Queens- 
town and New York, between Southampton and New York, and also 
between New York and Plymouth ; the Return to specify the names of 
the steamers and to indicate by asterisk or otherwise those not carrying 
mails under contract.” —(Sir John Leng.) 


ADJOURNMENT.—Resolved, That this House, at its rising to day, do adjourn 
till Monday next. —(Sir William Walrond. ) 


QUESTIONS. 


SoutH AFRICAN WAR—CASE OF Sir REDVERS BULLER.—Question, Mr. 


Jeffreys (Hampshire, N.) and Mr. David Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


NOTIFICATION TO FOREIGN POWERS OF THE ANNEXATION OF THE Two 
REPUBLICS.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor (Wicklow, W.); Answer, The 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester) 


PEACE NEGOTIATIONS.—Question, Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) ; Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour ss sis ei ‘se - 


BoER PRISONERS OF WAR.—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.); Answer, 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) és 


PETITION OF Boer PRISONERS AT BERMUDA.—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... " i is ve aA 5 


Army PENSIONS. — Question, Mr. Lees Knowles (Salford); Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick... ton ” i - ih ee aa 


ALLEGED MURDER BY AN ENGLISH OFFICER.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick.. a fag se vis es 5 


War Maps.—Question, Mr. Black (Banffshire) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


YEOMANRY TRAINING AT ALDERSHOT. — Question, Mr. Joseph R. Pease 
(Essex, Saffron Walden) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick os hs on 


ARMING OF SouTH AFRICAN NATIVES.—Question, Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Elland); Answer, The Financial taps to the War Office 
(Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) . : : - oe 


In1isH CANTEEN SUPPLIES.—Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley ... - es sek ae se sa ate 


Loven, Switty Forts.—STEAMSHIP SERVICE.—Question, Mr. O’Doherty 
(Donegal, N.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley es lit ios se 


AFGHANISTAN.—THE NEW AMEER.—Question, Sir Chas. Dilke (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean); Answer, The Secretary of State for India nae 
G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) ‘ 
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TRINIDAD SCHOOLS.—Question, Mr. Compton Rickett (Scarborough) ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for the Colonies, — J. Chamberlain we 
ham, W.) : ; 4 


MaNCHURIA—BRITISH PoLicy.—Question, Mr. James O’ a (Roscommon, 
N.) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne * ‘am sins : are “ 


RussIA AND THE PERSIAN GULF.—Question, Mr. James O'Kelly ; eis 
Lord Cranborne ae wa ase wes “5% ee ae 


GERMAN LETTERS TO SovuTH WEsT AFRICA. ree Mr. Boland 
(Kerry, 8.) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne ; Ae ae ; 


RaiLway CoupLincs.—Question, Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.) ; Answer, 
The President of the Board of Trade, (Mr. Gerald Balfour Leeds, Central) 


HoLtyHEAD HospiTaL.—Question, Mr. T. H. Healy ; Answer, The Secretary 
of State for the Home Department, (Mr. Ritchie Croydon) ‘4 


VACCINATION —Suppty oF CALF LympH. — Question, Mr. Platt-Higgins 
(Salford, N.) and Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) ; Answer, The President of 
the Local Government Board, (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) 


Lenup Kerry HaArsour.—Question. Mr. Boland; Answer, The Chief 
Secretary for Ireland, (Mr. Wyndham Dover) ih me 


ACTION OF POLICE AT GARTEEN.—Question, Mr. Roche — E.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... ‘i - woe : m2 ; 

InisH AGRICULTURE.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick); Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... es aa oe ae iss a ae aes 


LABOURERS CoTTAGES AT LONGFORD.—Question Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... Fe ’ ies sin a es ve Xe 


InisH Poor LAw PENSIONS. — Question, Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, Mid) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ah Sei ea “is oo 


ANCHONRY POLICE caine saaiat Mr. O’Dowd (Sligo, 8); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ‘wi ove vs se ‘ ; is ie 


BLACKLION POLICE Force.—Question, Mr. McGovern cape W.); Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... i ea sv wi ons “ is ae 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN THE GRANARD UNION.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ae win de ia ‘ - 


LETTERKENNY RAtLWAy.—Question, Mr. O'Doherty ; Answer, The Financial 
Secretary to the Treasury, (Mr. Austen Chamberlain Worcestershire, E.) ; 


DusLIN Post OrricE—DELAYS LAST CHRISTMAS.—Question, Mr. Nannetti ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain sai oat “a8 ve = 


QUEENSTOWN—CuRIsTMAS Marit DELAys.—Question, Mr. Nannetti ; Answer, 
Mr, Austen Chamberlain Por re or oes gus ats Sis 


LIGHTING OF LouGH FOYLE. a caeenaae Mr. anes R desenen Mr, Gerald 
Balfour ... — a ‘ . ‘ mn ves +i 
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Goops RATES ON IrIsH RAILWAYS.—Question, Mr. P. J. O’Brien (Tipperary, N.) 
and Mr. T. M. Healy ; x Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour - is 


IrisH RaiLway CLEARING Hovuse.—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answer, 
Mr. Gerald Balfour vad 55% eH us +e ee a 


TRANSIT OF IRISH LIVE STOCK.—Ques wie Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Gerald 


Balfour ... 

CANCER—SvUGGESTED RoyaL CoMMISSION.—Question, Mr. Arthur Lee (Hamp- 
shire, Fareham), Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W.); Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour i As : a back ies % Re 


NEW BILIS. 


TRAWLERS’ CERTIFICATES SUSPENSION. —Bill to enable Courts to suspend the 
Certificates of Trawlers convicted of Illegal Trawling, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Bignold, Mr. John Edward Gordon, Mr. Cathcart Watson, Mr. 
Weir, Mr. Leveson-Gower, and Mr. Harmsworth. 


Trawlers’ Certificates Suspension Bill—‘“ ‘To enable Courts to suspend 
the Certificates of Trawlers convicted of Illegal Trawling,” presented, 
and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 30th 


April, and to be printed. [Bill 51.] ... 


Crorters’ Hotpincs (SCOTLAND). — Bill to amend The Crofters Holdings 
(Scotland) Act, 1886, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Cathcart Watson, 
Mr. Bignold, Mr. Dewar, Mr. John Edward Gordon, Mr. Leveson-Gower, 
Mr. Harmsworth, and Mr. Weir. 


Crofters’ Holdings (Scotland) Bill.—‘To amend The Crofters Holdings 
(Scotland) Act, 1886,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 52.)... 


FOREIGNERS’. MARRIAGES.—-Bill to .amend the Law in relation to Marriages 
between Foreigners and British Subjects, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Macdona, Mr. Talbot, = Rothschild, Sir Joseph Dimsdale, Mr. 
Churchill, Lord Hugh Cecil, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. T. P. O’Connor, Dr. 
Farquharson, Mr. Samuel Evans, Mr. Edward Morton, and Mr. Schwann. 


Foreigners’ Marriages Bill.—‘ To amend the Law in relation to Marriages 
hetween Foreigners and British Subjects,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 53.] i 


TRAMWAYS (IRELAND) Acts AMENDMENT.—-Bill to amend the Law relating 
to Light Railways and Tramways in Ireland, and to assimilate the Law 
relating thereto to that in England, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
O'Doherty, Sir Thomas Esmonde, Mr. Condon, Mr. Timothy M. Healy, 
and Mr. Patrick O’Brien. 


Tramways (Ireland) Acts Amendment Bill.—‘To amend the Law 
relating to Light Railways an | Tramways in Ireland, and to assimilate the 
Law relating ‘thereto to that in England,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to.be ‘read a second time upon anit 4th February, and to be 
printed. [ Bill 54. } a = see “he ; . 
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ELECTORAL DISABILITIES REMOVAL.—Bill for the Removal of certain Electoral 
Disabilities, ordered to be brought in by Mr. O'Doherty, Mr. Hemphill, 
Mr. M adden, Mr. Boyle, Mr. Patrick 0” Brien, Mr. Mooney, Mr. O’Malley, 
aad Mr. Flynn. 


Electoral Disabilities Removal Bill.—‘“ For the Removal of certain 
Electoral Disabilities,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Tuesday, 4th February, and to be printed. [Bill 55.] ... 


PROTECTION OF CANALS (IRELAND).—Bill to apply the Canals Protection 
(London) Act (1898) to Ireland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Farrell, 
Mr. Blake, Mr. Barry, Mr. Field, Mr. Murnaghan, Mr. Joseph Nolan, and 
Mr. French. 


Protection of Canals (Ireland) Bill—‘ To apply The Canals Protection 
(London) Act, 1898, to Ireland,” presented, and read the first time ; to be 
read a second time upon Wednesday, 19th March, and to be printed. 
[Bili 56. | ‘ iv 


Pustic Houses (Hours oF Ciosina) (SCOTLAND) Act (1887) AMENDMENT.— 
ill to Amend The Public Houses (Hours of Closing) (Scotland) Act, 1887, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Law, Sir William Dunn, Mr. Cameron 
Corbett, Mr. Bryce, ‘Sir John Leng, Mr. Orr-E wing, and Mr. Hunter-Craig. 


oO * 

Public Houses (Hours of Closing) (Scotland) Act (1887) Amendment 
Bill.—‘‘ To amend the Public Houses (Hours of Closing) (Scotland) Act, 
1887,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a ‘second time upon 
Wednesday next, and to be printed. (Bill 57 


ADDRESS IN Repty TO His Mavesty’s Most GRACIOUS SPEECH.—Seventh 
Day’s Debate. 


IrtsH LAND QUESTION. 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Amendment [23rd January] 
to Main Question [16th January], ‘That an humble Address be presented 
to His Majesty, as followeth :— 


* Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the 
Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
Parliament.’—(Colonel Harry McCalmont.) 


And which Amendment was, at the end of the Question, to add the words— 


“ But we humbly represent to Your ».ajesty, that the refusal of Your 
Majesty’s Government to hold out any hope to the people of Ireland of a 
settlement of the Irish Land Question by a comprehensive measure of 
compulsory sale of the landlord’s interest to the occupying tenants, and by 
the reorganisation of the Congested Districts Board with larger resources 
and with compulsory powers of acquiring land, has given rise to widespread 
discontent and agitation in Ireland; that the Government of Ireland, 
instead of applying itself to the removal of the grievances under which the 
people suffer and so abating the causes of reasonable discontent and of 
agitation, have after a period of nine years and at a time when Ireland is 
absolutely free from agrarian crime, put a criminal statute of an exceptional 
description once more in operation, suppressed the right of free speech, 
dispersed legal and peaceable meetings with unprovoked and brutal police 
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violence, and used Courts presided over by magistrates removable at the 
pleasure of the Executive to send to gaol without fair trial Members of this 
House and other citizens of Ireland for no other offence than asserting their 
right to address their constituents and fellow-citizens in public meeting 
assembled ; and finally to represent to Your Majesty that the Government 
of Ireland is not supported by the opinion of the vast majority of the 
people of Ireland, and that the condition of that country demands the 
serious and immediate attention of Parliament, with a view to the establish- 
ment of harmony between the Government and the great majority of the 
people.”"—(Mr. John Redmond.) 


Question again proposed, “That those words be there added.” 
Discussion :— 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, et 
Mr. Macartney (Antrim, 8.) =e 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, BE.) ... 

Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.) ... 

Mr. Sharpe (Kensington, N.) 

Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 

The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, M.) 
Mr. John Morley (Montrose Burghs) 


Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 134; Noes, 237. (Division List No. 6.) 
Main Question again proposed. 

Debate arising ; and it being after midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed upon Monday next. 


Adjourned at a quarter after Twelve o'clock till Monday next 





HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 27TH JANUARY, 1902. 


ADDRESS IN Reply To His Masesty’s Most Gracious SpeecH.—The King’s 


Answer to the Address of Thursday the 16th instant reported, and Address 
and Answer to be printed ss sea Na bie ‘ick 


RoLL OF THE Lorps.—The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the 


Clerk of the Parliaments had prepared and laid it on the Table. The same 
was ordered to be printed. (No. 4) ... q " 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 2) Bill {11.L.].—The 


Chairman of Committees acquainted the House that (pursuant to the 
Xesolutions of the 2nd of August last respecting London Underground 
Railway Bills), the Bill has been lodged in the Private Bill Oftice, together 
with the declaration of the agent : “Bill presented ; read 1¢; and referred 
to the Examiners. 
The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that 
Standing Order No. 57, = cable to the following Bill, has not been 
complied with R ‘ i ik ea ses a 
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CHAaRING Cross, Euston, AND HampsTeEaD RariLtway (No. 2.) [H.L.]—The 
same was ordered to lie on the Table os sn ‘ss 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE ReporTS (ANNUAL SEREIS).—No. 2739. Denmark (Supplementary) 
Army (MILITIA TRAINING ESTABLISHMENTS).—Militia Training Return, 1901 


HisTORICAL. MANUSCRIPTS (ROYAL COMMISSION) :— 
Calendar of the Stuart manuscripts at Windsor Castle belonging to His 
Majesty the King. Vol. I 
Calendar of the manuscripts of the Most Honourable the Marquess of 
Salisbury, K.G. Part IX. 
Calendar of the manuscripts of the Most Honourable the Marquess of 
Ormonde, K.P. Vol. I. 


Report on the manuscripts of the Duke of Buccleuch, K.G., K.T., preserved 
at Montague House, Whitehall. Vol. IT. 


Report on the manuscripts of Colonel David Milne-Home, of Wedderburn 
Castle, N.B. 


Report en manuscripts in various collections. Vol. I. 


ButTER REGULATIONS.—Interim Report of the Departmental Committee 
appointed by the Board of Agriculture to inquire and report upon the 
desirability of regulations under section 4 of the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Act, 1899, for butter ; with minute appointing the Committee 


LanD Law (IREL AND) Act, 1887 (Eviction Notices).—Return of the number 
of eviction notices filed during the quarter ended 31st December, 1901 


Irish LAND ComMIssION (JUDICIAL RENTS).—Return for the month of May, 
1901 si 


Army (Horse PURCHASE).—Report of the Committee on Horse Purchase in 
Austro-Hungary ; together with minutes of evidences and appendices. 


Presented [by Command] and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899.—Report by the 
Chairman of Committees of the House of Lords and the Chairman of Ways 
and Means in the House of Commons, that the provisions of the Caledonian 
Railway Order ; the Nobel’s Explosives Company, Limited (Ardeer Works 
Water Supply) Order ; the North British Railway (General Powers) Order ; 
the North British Railway (Steam Vessels) Order ; the Renfrew Harbour 
Order ; and the Scottish Equitable Life Assurance Society Order are of 
such a character that they ought to be dealt with by Private Bills, and 
not by Provisional Orders _... ot we ee one a 


PottinG Districts (County OF STAFFORD).—Order made by the County 
Council altering certain polling districts in the Burton Parliamentary 
Division, so far as concerns the county borough of Burton-on-Trent 


LocoMOTIVES ON Highways Acts, 1896 (REGULATIONS) | ENGLAND].—Regula- 
tions (local and temporary) amending the general regulations in the 
Light Locomotive on the Highways Order, 1896. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to Jie on Table... 
i2 
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ALIEN ImMIGRATION.—Return of the number of aliens that arrived from the 
Continent at ports in the United Kingdom in each month of the year 1902. 
Ordered to be laid before the House.—(The Earl of Dudley) 


PETITION. 


INTOXICATING Liquors.—Petition against the sale of, on Sundays, of a public 
meeting of the inhabitants of Tongham, in the County of Surrey ; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table : ; id 


Early Closing (Shops) Bill [4.L.] :— 
Lord Avebury 


Bill to provide for the earlier closing of shops presented by the Lord 
Avebury ; read 14; and to be printed. (No. 5.) 


Cremation Bill [1.1.]. [Szeconp Reapinc.]|—Order of the Day for the 
Second Reading read :-— 


Lord Monkswell 
Moved that the Bill be now read. 2 (Lord Monkswell.) 


The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh) 
Lord James of Hereford oe an ne 


On Question agreed to; Bill read 24 accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House on Monday next. 


SovuTH AFRICAN WAR—VOTE OF CONFIDENCE IN THE GOVERNMENT :— 





The Earl of Wemyss 


Moved to resolve, “* That in the opinion of this House it is only by vigorous 
prosecution of the war and through the surrender of the Boer guerilla 
forces still in the field that a satisfactory and lasting peace can be 
assured, and that this House approves, in these respects, and heartily 
supports, the action of His Majesty’s Government.” —( The Earl of Wemyss.) 


Lord Welby 


Amendment moved, to leave out the words “and that this House approves, 
in these respects, and heartily supports, the action of His Majesty’s 
Government.’—(Lord Welby.) 

The Earl of Camperdown 

Lord Tweedmouth 

Lord: Stanmore eA as — ie be 
The Under Secretary of State for War (Lord Raglan) 
The Lord Bishop of Hereford : ee mee 

On Question, whether the words proposed to be left out shall stand part of 
the Motion, their Lordships divided :—Contents, 60 ; Not-Contents, 16. 


Earl Spencer = ii a ie ae a ei 
The Prime Minister of Lord Privy Seal (the Marquess of Salisbury) 


The Motion was agreed to. 
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BETTING—APPGINTMENT OF SELEcT CoMMITTEE.—-Moved, That a Select 
Committee be appointed to further inquire into the increase of public 
betting amongst all classes, and whether any legislative measures are 

903 possible and expedient for checking the abuses occasioned thereby (Zhe 

Lord Bishop of Hereford) ; agreed to. Then the following Lords were 

named of the Committee :—£. Derby, E. Harewood, E. Durham, V. Cobham, 

V. Gordon, E. Aberdeen, V. Peel, Lord Bishop of Hereford, L. Newton 

L, Davey. ) 
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ic a 1 ° . , 
7 The Committee to choose their own Chairman. 
’ 
903 f Factories AcT—Exrension to LAUNDRIES :-— 


Earl Spencer ee ir ame ss ae ee ae aan 
a The Marquess of Salisbury ... ie i ‘e ee a .. 945 
305 Lord Tweedmouth ... 3 ia _ si a oss vs 945 


AUTEN IMMIGRATION.—Return (in part) respecting. Laid before the House 
(pursuant to order of this day), and to be printed. (No. 6) oe ... 946 


° House adjourned at Eight o’clock till to-morrow, Eleven o'clock. 


dU 


‘ie HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 27TH JANUARY, 1902. 
906 The House met at Three of the clock. 


946 





' Midwives Bill.—Petitions in favour, from Merton (two), Ingleborough, 
Finchampstead, and London ; to lie upon the Table... A 5 tah 


Sale of ere y: tery | Liquors on Sunday Bill.—Petitions in favour, from 


906 Barnet and High Barnet ; to lie upon the Table __... ie its 1. 946 


’ RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE (BUTTER REGULATIONS).—Copy presented, of Interim 
j Report of the Departmental Committee appointed by the Board of 
) Agriculture to inquire into and report upon the desirability of Regulations 
L for Butter, with Copy of the Minute appointing the Committee [by Com- 
915 mand]; to lie upon the Table oe mS! ae “ai esa - 946 
; PoLLinG Districts (County oF STaFFoRD).—Copy presented, of Order made 
by the County Council of Stafford altering certain Polling Districts in the 
Burton Parliamentary Division so far as concerns the County Borough ot 
920 Burton-on-Trent [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ne Be 
923 
93] @ [nish Lanp Commission (JupictaL RENTS).—Copy presented, of Return for 
935 the month of May, 1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table... .. 947 
938 oa 
Army (MILITIA TRAINING ESTABLISHMENTS).—Copy presented, of the Militia 
, Training Return, 1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table... i on 


Army (Horse PurcuAse In AvsTriA-HunGARY) —Copy presented, of Report 
of the Committee on Horse Purchase in Austria-Hungary, together with 
Minutes of Evidence and Appendices [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table ; “a we i “ws - ius vm wai 
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ArMY (SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, 1901-2).—Copy presented, of Supple- 
mentary Estimate of the further amount required in the year ending 
31st March, 1902, to meet additional expenditure due to the War in South 
Africa [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 30.] 


LocoMoTIVEs ON HiGHwAys (ENGLAND) REGULATIONS.—Copy presented, of 
Regulations (lceal and temporary) amending the General Regulations in 
the Light Locomotives on sister Order, 1896 Dy itis “to lie upon 
the Table . : = As 


Wines Importep.—Return ordered, “showing the quantity of Wines at the 
various degrees of strength which were imported into England in 1901 
from Spain, Portugal, M: adeira, France, Germany, Holland, Italy, Australasia, 
and other Countries (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 93, of 
Session 1901).”—(Vr. 7. 2. Dewar) ane pie - ss 


New Writ.—For the Borough of Sheftield (Eceleshali vaca in the room of 
Sir Ellis Ashmead-Bartlett, knight, deceased m ies ve 


QUESTIONS. 
SoutH AFRICAN WaArR—ARREST OF Miss HoBpHovusE.—Questions, Mr. Swift 


MacNeill (Donegal, S.), Mr. Thomas Shaw (Hawick Burghs) ; Answers, The 
Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) we 


TWEEFONTEIN ENGAGEMENT.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, Mr. 
- Brodrick 
BosHoF AND KURUMAN.— Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


DETENTION OF CIVILIANS IN CAPE CoLONY.—Question, Mr. C. P. Scott 
(Laneashire, Leigh) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... 


CASE OF THE Rev. Mr. ALHEIT.—Question, Mr. Henry, J. Wilson (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Holmfirth) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick os a: * 


CourT-MARTIAL ON HorMEyR Louw. sae cenit Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick ‘ . wm 


SoLpiers’ Wipows AND ORPHANS.—Question, Mr. Bell (Derby), and Mr. 
Flavin (Kerry, W.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... veh We ae ES 


ArMY MEAT CoNTRACTS.—Question, Major Seely (Isle of Wight) ; Answer, The 
Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, W est- 
houghton) 


NuMBER OF BritisH Troops IN SOUTH AFRICA.—Question, Mr. James 
O’Connor (Wicklow, W.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


LEINSTER MILITIA REGIMENT.—-Question, Mr. Delany sagseeiia Dili 
Ossory) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ; wil “ 


IMPRISONED SOLDIERS.—Question, Sir John Leng (Dundee); Answer, Lord 
Stanley ... : ni a pes ss — 


CasE OF Sir RepverRsS BuLLER.—Personal ie oa Mr. Lambert (Devon- 
shire, South Molton) pea - sles ie Sai 
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DEMURRAGE FOR TRANSPORT AT SouTH AFRICAN PorTs.—Question, Sir 
, Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central); Answer, The Secretary to the 
: Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Foster, Belfast, W.) ... uae so ae .. 954 
i MANNING OF CHARTERED STEAMERS.—Question, Mr. Joyce (Limerick) ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Foster... ae ie oe, ae 7 «o,* 99D 
New VOLUNTEER REGULATIONS. — Questions, Sir Howard Vincent, Captain 
Norton (Newington, W.), and Mr. Robert Spencer (Northamptonshire, 
947 Mid) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick «» 382 
OFFICERS’ ACCOMMODATION AT FRIMLEY AND SALISBURY.—Question, Colonel 
Lockwood (Essex, Epping); Answer, Lord Stanley ... > OOF 
Orricers’ UNiForM ALLOWANCES.—Question, Captain Norton; Answer, Lord 
947 Stanley ... ne ss sae ae veue Sane 
VicTUALLING THE NAvy.—Question, Mr. Harmsworth (Caithness) ; Answer, 
Mr. Arnold-Foster ae “as ae sh ‘a ds “as ... 958 
947 
DarrmMoutH NAVAL CoLLeGce.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ... es <a ee af aes wer 98 
InpiAN Troops ON ForeiGN SERVICE.—Question, Mr. Caine (Cornwall, 
Camborne) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing) ee ae sas Se8 sia — ~~ oe 
947 r i dis 
947 CaAWNPORE MerMoRIAL WELL.—Question, Mr. Caine; Answer, Lord G. 
Hamilton vi en ne an -. 968 
948 TREATMENT OF ACCUSED PERSONS AT POLICE STATIONS.—Questions, Mr. Corrie 
Grant (Warwickshire, Rugby) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the 
949 Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ... bs Se ma ... 960 
CHINA AND EARTHENWARE TRADE RvuLES.—Question, Sir: Charles Dilke 
49 (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie 22 960 
ExcEssivE WorkING Hours oN RatILwAys.—Question, Mr. Bell; Answer, 
949 The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 962 
VaccINATION—Sources OF LympH SuppLy.—Question, Mr. Corrie Grant ; 
Answer, The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, 
950 Bristol, 8.) Bs se Gh sti oe ss me ae, 3 ©6962 
SMALLPOX IN THE RoyaL, ALBERT Dock.—Question, Mr. Joseph A. Pease 
95] (Essex, Saffron Walden) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long be aa ... 963 
GENERAL COMMISSIONERS OF INCOME TAX—CLeERKS’ PAy.—-Question, Mr. 
Corrie Grant; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 
95] Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) — ... ack sah ba ... 964 
CompuLSORY OVERTIME IN THE Post OFFICE.—Quesiion, Mr. Hay (Shoreditch, 
; Hoxton); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain... a sith Bae .. 964 
95 
EVENING SCHOOLS AND THE NEW REGULATIONS.—Question, * Mr. George 
Kenyon (Denbigh); Answer, The Vice-President of the Committee of 
956 Council on Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) sons -- 966 
PARLIAMENT BUILDINGS —DINING ACCOMMODATION FOR MEMBERS.—Question, 
952 Mr. Horner (Lambeth, N.) and Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) ; Answers, 





The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. Angustine’s) 965 





THe Lapres’ GALLERY.—Question, Mr. Horner ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas 
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LABOURERS’ CoTTAGES AT LISBURN.—Questions, Mr. Macartney (Antrim, 8.) 
and Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for 
Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dov er) : pas ee : 


In1sH TEACHERS’ PENSIONS—CASE OF Mr. W. J. Wate Niian: Mr. 
Macartney ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... Es ie: ry oe 


Barrow DRrAINAGE.—Question, Mr. Delany ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


DuBLIN NATIONAL LiBpRARY.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndhan ... ‘s on sk 16 sy wa oe mts 


Farr Rents 1N County LimericK.—Question, Mr. Lundon oe B); 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham je , ree ie 


Irish LAND AGENTS AND LAND eiiennaia Aina Mr. M’Govern (Cavan, 
W.) and Mr. Cullinan (Tipperary, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham és 


IrnIsH ORDNANCE SURVEY.—Question, Mr. Kendal O’Brien inital ses 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham en on si 
IRIsH RAILWAY RaTEs.—Question, Mr. Kennedy (tetas N.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham .. , ies és on po sp Ais is 


PoLIcE PROTECTION AT BLACKLION, CAVAN.--Question, Mr. M‘Govern ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


RoyAL COLLEGE OF SCIENCE, DUBLIN—AGRICULTURAL ZOOLOGY. nn 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ee 


IrisH NATIONAL ScHOOL BuILDING.—Question, Mr. J. P. ere Answer, 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


PROMOTIONS IN THE DUBLIN SORTING Ornck, Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, 
College Green) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. 





Howts Baitey LicuTHousr, DuBLiIn Bay.—Question, Mr. occu’ Answer, 
Mr. Gerald Balfour ee ree es 35 as a 


IRISH GOLD ORNAMENTS.—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, ) AE 
Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Mz anchester, i) 
New Procepure Rv es.—Qnestions, Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe) and Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford); Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour) ... - Sis hee si avn na aa its i 





New MemBer Sworn.—Thomas Milvain, esquire, K.C., for the Borough of 
Hampstead ies eh pes ie sid — ve 
ADDRESS IN Repty To His MAJEsty’s 
Day’s Debate. 





Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Main Question [16th 
January}, “That an humble Address be presented to His. Majesty as 
followeth :— 


“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament assembled, 
beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the Gracious 
Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of Parliament.” 
—(Colonel Harry M‘Calmont.) 


Main Question again proposed. 
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Post OFFICE CONTRACTS WITH THE NATIONAL TELEPHONE COMPANY. 
Sir Joseph Dimsdale (London) 976 
967 Mr. Lough (Islington, IV.) 982 
Amendment proposed, at the end of the Question, to add the words :— 
968 
“ But we humbly represent to Your Majesty that it is essential that 
968 a complete inquiry should be made into the working and practical effect of 
the licences and agreements now being acted upon by the Treasury, the 
968 Post Office, and the National Telephone Company, and the desirability of 
suspending any further transactions or negotiations between those Depart- 
ments and the Company with reference thereto until such inquiry has been 
969 completed and its result considered by Your Majesty’s Government.”— 
(Sir Joseph Dimsdale.) 
969 Question proposed, “That those words be there added.” 
Discussion :— 
970 : a f 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
. Worcestershire, E.) Ge oe wt oh: e 991 
970 Mr. Kearley (Devonport) ; ... 1014 
Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) , ... 1019 
97] Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) ; ec oh ... 1020 
The President of the Board of Agr iculture (Mr. Hun 1, Preston) ... 1026 
Capt. Norton (Newington, V.)  ... sos “es ... 1042 
971 Sir J. Blundell Maple (Camberwell, Dulwich) ... 1047 
Mr. Griffith-Boscawen (Kent, Tunbridge) ... 1049 
979 Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) ..» 1054 
Mr. James Hope (Sheffield, Brightside) ... 1057 
Mr. Hay (Shoreditch, Horton) ... 1059 
972 Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) ... 1063 
Mr. John Burns ( Buttersea) ... 1065 
ond Mr. Bousfield (Hackn:, N.) . 1071 
‘ 
Question put. 
975 The House divided :—Ayes, 139 ; Noes, 227. (Division List No. 7.) 
Main Question again proposed. 
975 
NATIONAL Foop Supply :— 
976 Mr. Seton-Karr (St. Helens) . 1077 


It being midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


NEW BILLS. 


Liquor Trarric Loca Veto.—Bill to enable Localities by a direct Veto to 
prevent the issue of licences for the sale of intoxicating liquors, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Caine, Mr. Henry J. Wilson, Mr. Burt, Mr Whittaker, 

and Mr. Channing. 





Liquor Traffic Local Veto Bil.—‘“To enable Localities by a direct Veto 
to prevent the issue of licences for the sale of intoxicating liquors,” 
presented, and read the first time; to be read a second time i 

Wednesday, 11th June, and to be printed. [Bill 58. ] ‘a 
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REGISTRATION OF CLuBS.—Bill to provide for the Registration of Clubs, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Caine, Mr. Eugene Wason, Mr. Hain, 
Mr. Lloyd-George, Mr. Schwann, Mr. Young, Mr. Harmsworth, and Sir 
Joseph Leese. 

Registration of Clubs Bill.— To provide for the Registration of Clubs,” 


presented, and read the first time; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 4th June, and to be printed. [Bill 59.] on - .» 1084 


Mrat MARKING (IRELAND).—Bill to provide for Meat Marking in Ireland, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Field, Mr. Condon, Mr. Patrick O’Brien, 
Captain Donelan, and Mr. O’ Mara. 


Meat Marking (Ireland) Bill.—“To provide for Meat Marking in Ireland,” 
presented, and read the first time; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 5th February, and to be printed. [Bill 60.] ... ei w+. LOS4 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve o'clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 28TH JANUARY, 1902. 


OrricE oF Lorp GREAT CHAMBERLAIN.—Committee for Privileges met ; Counsel 
heard: Mr. Haldane, K.C., for the Earl of Ancaster, applied for an adjourn- 
ment to the 1&th of February next, to allow time for the claims to be properly 
presented to the House ; Counsel for the Duke of Atholl and the Marquess 
of Cholmondeley and the Earl Carrington stated that they would be prepared 
to argue their claims on that day: Committee adjourned to Tuesday, che 
18th of February next. ... ‘Ks oe ce i on i L085 


House resumed. 

AUGMENTATION OF BENEFICES AcT, 1863.—Return of Proceedings under the 
Act, from 6th December, 1900, to 28th January, 1902; Laid before the 
House (pursuant to Act), and to be printed. (No. 7). ... sity aes L085 

House adjourned at a quarter-past Eleven o'clock, to Thursday next, 
half-past Ten o'clock. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 28TH JANUARY, 1902. 

The House met at Three of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) AcT, 1899.—The Chairman of 
Ways and Means (Mr. J. W. Lowther, Cumberland, Penrith) : dei 1085 


Ordered, that all Petitions deposited at the Office of the Secretary for Scotland, 
pursuant to the General Orders, in favour of or against a draft Provisional 
Order, shall on transmission from the Office of the Secretary for Scotland, be 
received as if duly deposited in favour of or against the substituted Bill, 

Ordered, That this be a Standing Order of the House.—The Chairman of Ways 
and Means). 


PETITIONS. 


Mipwives Bitu.—Petitions in favour ; from Wimbledon (four) ; and Edge Hill ; 


to lie upon the Table. 1036 


RaTINnG OF LAND VALUES.—Petition from Birkenhead, for alteration of Law ; 
to lie upon the Table. a sis nice 28s ei ah on 1086 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
WaGES AND EFFECTS OF DECEASED SEAMEN.—Account 6 cnet 17th January | 
to be printed. [No. 31.] “ts . a4 . oe 


Papers laid upon the Table by the Clerk Assistant... an dies me 1086 





] AUGMENTATION OF BENEFICES.—Copy of Return of Proceedings under The 
1084 Augmentation of Benefices Act, 1863, up to and inclusive of the 28th 
January, 1902 [by Act]; to be printed [No. 32.] os “ts ai 1085 


PusLic REVENUE (INTERCEPTION).—Return ordered, “of the amounts of all 
Public Revenue derived from Taxes levied by Parliament, and from any 
other sources, which are not paid into His Majesty’s Exchequer, for the 
years 1899-1900 and 1900-1901, with the totals in each case (in continua- 

tion of Parliamentary Paper, No. 12, of Session 2, 1899).”—( Mr. Gibson 

1084 Bowles.) ... as +i i = axe a on at 1086 


RESERVE AND DIscCHARGED SOLDIERS, CIviIL EMPLOYMENT ( HoUsE or Com- 
MONS).—Return ordered, “showing the persons employed on the fixed 
establishment of the House of Commons as messengers, hall keepers, porters, 
night watchmen, attendants, cloak-room attendants, ottice keepers, cleaners, 
and fire lighters, indicating the names by initials, and showing the pay re- 
ceived by each such person in respect of such employment, the date of his 

el employment, whether he is a Reservist or Discharged Soldier, and, if he is, 

n- specifying the rank he formerly held, and the corps to which he used to 

ly belong, in the following form :— 





Name indicated Office or Pay Date of Whether a Reservist or Discharged 
by initials- position held. received. appointment. Soldier, and if so, rank and corps. 


1085 in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 200, of Session 18%s.)” 
Colonel Brookfield.) Nate ae Ae 7a Sia oon iS Sia i087 


Leap POISONING IN EARTHENWARE AND CHINA Works.—Address for “ Return 
of the cases of Lead Poisoning reported as occurring in Earthenware and 
China works during the years 1899, 1900, 1901, showing (1) the number of 
cases in each month with, for purposes of comparison, the corresponding 
figures for all other industries under the Factory and Workshop Acts; (2) 
the number of cases in the several classes of works in the various processes ; 
(3) the severity of the attacks, the number of previous attacks, and the main 
symptoms ; (4) the number of persons suspended by the Certifying Surgeons 
for the Hanley, Stoke, Burslem, and Tunstall districts from working in dan- 

d, gerous processes in which such persons were employed (in continuation of 

al Parliamentary _— Nos. 60, 61, and 126, of Session acs —( Mr. Jesse 

ye Collings). ... ‘ E : . : ah LOR7 


of 
JUS) 


BUSINESS OF THE stein That the err on the Address in 
ys answer to His Majesty’s Speech have precedence this day and To-morrow of 
the Notices of Motions and of the other Orders of the Day.—(J/r. Balfour). 1087 


NEW BILLS. 


"1086 SMALL DWELLINGS ACQUISITION AcT (1899) AMENDMENT.—Bill to amend The 
Small Dwellings Acquisition Act, 1899, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Horner, Sir Harry Bullard, Sir Benjamin Stone, Sir Thomas Wrightson, 


1086 Mr, Bell, Mr. Ernest Gray, and Mr. Harry Samuel. ne « .. 1087 
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Smail Dwellings Acquisition Act (1899) Amendment Bill.—‘‘To amend 
the Small Dwellings Acquisition Act, 1899,” presented and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 26th February, and to be 
printed. [Bill 61.] cn se abs es aa 


UNIVERSITY OF WALES (GRADUATES).—-Bill to extend the privileges of the 
Graduates of the University of Wales, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 


Brynmor Jones, Mr. Alfred Thomas, Mr. Kenyon, Mr. Humphreys-Owen, 
and Lieut. Colonel Pryce-Jones. 


University of Wales (Graduates) Bill.—“ To extend the privileges of the 
Graduates of the University of Wales,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read asecond time upon Wednesday, 26th February, and to be printed. 


[Bill 62.] 


PROVISIONAL ORDERS (WALES AND MONMOUTHSHIRE).—Bill to provide for im- 
proving and extending the procedure for obtaining parliamentary powers by 
way of Provisional Urders in matters relating to Wales, including Mon- 
mouthshire, ordered to be brought in by Mr. D. A. Thomas, Mr. Samuel 
Evans, Mr. M‘Kenna, and Mr. Bryn Roberts. 


Provisional Orders (Wales and Monmouthshire Bill).—‘‘To piovide for 
improving and extending the procedure for obtaining parliamentary powers 
by way of Provisional Orders in matters relating to Wales, including Mon- 
mouthshire,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 16th April, and to be printed. [Bill 63.] 


HousING OF THE WORKING CLASSES AND Ratinc.—Bill to amend the Law 
relating to the Housing of the Working Classes, to establish Fair Rent 
Courts, and to amend the Law of Rating, ordered to be brought in by Dr. 
Macnamara, Mr. John Burns, Mr. Bell, Mr. Cremer, Captain Norton, 
Mr. Shipman, Mr. George White, and Mr. Stuart Samuel. 


Housing of the Working Classes and Rating Bill.—“ ‘To amend the Law 
relating to the Housing of the Working Classes, to establish Fair Rent 
Courts, and to amend the Law of Rating,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Thursday, 13th February, and to be printed. 


[Bill 64.] 


CLERGY (DisciPLINne).—-Bill to make further provision for enforcing jiscipline 
in case of offences committed by Clergymen, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Brand, Mr. Edward Morton, Mr. Mellor, and Mr. Charles M‘Arthur. 


Clergy Discipline Bill.—‘:To make further provision for enforcing Discipline 
in case of offences committed by Clergymen,” presented and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 19th February, and to be 
printed. [Bill 65.) sai _ si si - 


CHURCH PARISH CoUNCILs.— Bill to amend the Law relating to Parish Vestries 
and Churchwardens, and to provide for the appointment of Church Parish 
Councils in England and Wales, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Mellor, 
a Edward Morton, Mr. Brand, Mr. Charles M‘Arthur, and Mr. Humphreys- 

wens. 


Church Parish Councils Bill—‘“To amend the Law relating to Parish 
Vestries and Churchwardens, and to provide for the appointment of Church 
Parish Councils in England and Wales,” presented, and read the first time ; 


to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 7th May, and to be printed. 
[Bill 66. ] se rm ses nie 
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Financial Secretary to the W ar Office (Lord ree Lane: ishire, West- 
houghton)} ie aa ae! * F P 





exlii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


January 28.) 


Army MEAT ConTrRActs.—Question, Sir. Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, S. di 
Answer, Lord Stanley sis ies site ; 


Army JAM ConTracts.—Question, Colonel Long (Worcestershire, Evesham) ; 


Answer, Lord Stanley ... 

RoyaL Army Mepicat Corps. —Question, Mr. Eugene Wason (Clackmannan and 
Kinross) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick one be, 

OFFICERS’ UNirorM ALLOWANCES.—Question, Lieut.-Col. Pryc2-Jones (Mont- 
gomery Boroughs) ; Answer, Lord Stanley , = ie a 

COMMISSION ON CoLONIAL DISBURSEMENTS.-—Questions, Mr. William Redmond 
(Clare, E.) Mr. Barlow (Somersetshire, Frome) Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn 
Regis) and Mr. Whitley (Halifax) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 

H.M.S. “Condor.”—-Question, Mr. William Allan (Gateshead); Answer, the 
Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) ~ 

H.M.S. “ Diapem.”—Question, Mr. William Allan ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 

PoRTSMOUTH DockYARD.—Question, Mr. Reginald Lucas (Portsmouth) ; Answer, 
Mr. Arnold-Forster See vee & 5 

KEYHAM EXTENSION WorkKs.—Question, Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) ; Answer, 
the Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Woodbridge) 

ENGINE-Room ARTIFICERS.—Question,. Mr. Fenwick (Northumberland, Wans- 
beck) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster s bes s 

THE New Hepripes—LAND DISPUTES. % som Sir Chas. Dilke (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ae ¥ 

PoTTERY TRADE ARBITRATION.— Questions, Mr. Coghill (Stoke-on-Trent) and 
Sir Chas. Dilke ; Answers, the Secretary of State for the Home Department 
(Mr. Ritchie, Croydon)... bs Sot ue ae Fe 

CHINESE IMPERIAL SEALS.—Question, Mr. Dillon; Answer, Mr. Ritchie 

ECCLESIASTICAL CoMMISSION.—Question, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South 
Molton) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie 

SunpAY GAMES.—Question, Captain Donelan (Cork, E.). [Question not put. } 

Sparks FROM LocomMOTIVEs.—Question, Mr. A. K. Loyd (Berkshire, Abingdon) ; 
Answer, the President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) ts ee ie » 


Loans TO LocAL AUTHORITIES.—Questions, Mr. M’Kenna (Monmouthshire, N.) 
and Dr. Macnaimara (Camberwell, N.); Answers, the Secretary to the Local 
Government Board (Mr. Grant Lawson, Yorkshire. N.R., Thirsk) ... 


GLASGOW SANITATION.—Question, Mr. Thomas Bayley (Derbyshire, Chesterfield) ; 
Answer, the Lord Advocate (Mr. A, Graham Murray, Buteshire) ... ; 

PrivATE Bitt CoMMITTEES— MEMBERS EXCUSED FROM SERVICE.—Question, Mr. 
David Thomas ; Answer, Mr. Halsey (Hertfordshire, Watford) 


IrtsH LAND Act, 1887.-—Question, Mr. McGovern (Cavan, W.); Answer, the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) sa sas 


WESTMEATH PoLicr.—Question, Mr. Sullivan (Westmeath, 8.); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham oP 6 — ex see ee ie tee se 
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IRIs! NATIONAL SCHOOL OF TEACHERS.—Question, Mr. Flynn ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham e 3 ea 36s Ses Sh } 


WexFoRD County CounciL.—Questions, Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.) 
and Mr. James O’Connor (Wicklow, W.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


SMALL DWELLINGS ACQUISITION AcT IN IRELAND.—Questions, Mr. Field (Dub- 
lin, St. Patrick) and Mr. J. P. Farrell; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ... 


BALLINGLASS LABOURERS’ CoTTAGES.—Question, Mr. James O'Connor ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... : 
Case oF AnTHuR Trew, OF BELFAST.—Question, Mr. Dillon; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham pe os sh : 
WoopLAWN Po.ice.—Question, Mr. Roche (Galway, E.); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham me je we se Sse sis ves ane 
MureHy v. Miptanp Great WESTERN COMPANY.-—Question, Mr. Field ; 
Answer, the Attorney General for Ireland Mr. (Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 
IRisH BoaRD oF AGRICULTURE.—Question, Mr. Mooney (Dublin, Co. S.); 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham as en ts enn ut sui : 
DUBLIN COLLEGE OF SCIENCE.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) ; Answer, the 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcester- 
shire, E.) 
IRISH DRIFT SURVEY.—Question, Mr. FieLp ; Answer, the Vice-President of the 
Board of Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) ... 


SHANKHILL (WICKLOW) RirLE RANGE.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley ... ude a : ; Ba 


DubLin BarRAcKs.—Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley ‘oy iis as 
MINISTERS AND Company DrrEcTORSHIPS.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. BALFOUR ie — 
PARLIAMENTARY REPRESENTATION.—Questions, Mr. Plummer (Newcastle-on- 
Tyne) and Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answers, Mr, A. J. Balfour 
New Procepure RvuLEs.—Questions, Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rush- 
cliffe) Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling, Burghs) Mr. Blake (Longford, 
5.) Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, 
Sleaford) Myr. Broadhurst (Leicester) and Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint 
Soroughs); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 
ADDRESS IN Reply To His MaAJesty’s Mosr Gracious SPEECH.—Ninth 
Day’s Debate. 
Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Main Question [16th 
January. | 
“That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty, as followeth-- 
“ Most Gracious Sovereign— 

“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Com- 
mons of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parlia- 
ment assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty 
for the Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both 
Houses of Parliament.”—Colonel Harry M‘Calmout. 


Main Question again proposed. 
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NATIONAL Foop Suppiy 


Mr. Seton Karr (St. He lens) 
Sir Howard Vin onl (Sheffield, Central) 


Amendment proposed, at the end of the Question, to add the words :— 


“ But we humbly venture to express the hope that Your M: ajesty will 
direct inquiry to he made into the present large and increasing 
dependence of the United Kingdom on Foreign in :ports for the neces. 
saries of life, and the circums stances that might arise therefrom in the 
event of Your Majesty becoming involved in war with some Foreign 
Power or Powers, with the view of ascertaining what measures, if any, 
can be taken to lessen such dependence or guard against the dangers 
thereof.” —(Mr. Seton-Karr.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 


Discussion :— 


M. White Ridley (Stalybridge) 
r William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, IV. + 
Col. Kenyon-Slaney pee tne Newport) S56 
Mua jor Rase ji (Esse Ls Chelmsford) 
Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire, N.) Ee dai ss 
The President of ne Board of Trade (Ur. Ger lid Bulf mir, Leeds, Central) 
Mr. Chaplin ( (Lincoln: shire, Sleaford) ioe ts nes e 
Mr. George Whiteley (Yorkshire, W.R., Pu Is “D) 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 
Mr. Purvis (Peterborough) <* 
Mr. David Mae Iver (Liverpool, Kirkdale) . 
Mr, Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question again proposed. 
Roya Patriotic COMMISSION. 


Mr. Kearley (Devonport). 
Mr. William Allan (Gate shoud) 


Amendment proposed, at the end of the Question, to add the words :— 


“But we humbly express our regret that there is no indication in 
Your Majesty's Gracious Speech that any measure will be submitted to 
Parliament for the abolition of the Royal Patriotic Commission and the 
establishment of a Naval and Military Pension Board to administer the 
funds now vested in the Royal Patriotic Fund Commissioners and others, 
as recommended unanimously in the Report of the Joint Select Com- 
mittee of the House of Lords and the House of Commons on Charitable 
Agencies for Relief of Widows and Orphans of Soldiers and Sailors.” — 


(Mr. Kearley.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 


The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. Mr. BA 


Main Question again proposed. 
Q oO i } VOL 
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MALTA—USE OF THE ENGLISH LANGUAGE. 


Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) ... ‘ts whe wish ne ih aso 1968 
Captain Donelan (Cork, E.) ee si sa ae = . 1175 


Amendment proposed, at the end of the Question, to add the words :— 


“But we humbly represent to Your Majesty that the people of Malta 
have been restrained from exercising the right to hold public meetings, in 
which the proposed substitution of English for the Italian language 
in the Law Courts after a specified term of years and the increase of 
taxation were to be discussed ; and represent to Your Majesty that the 
abrogation of the aforesaid ordinance and the restoration of complete 
civil rights are essential to the re-establishment of the peaceful conditions 
formerly existing in that portion of Your Majesty’s dominions.— 
(Mr. Boland.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 


Mr. Griffith Boscawen (Kent, Tunbridge) 

Sir Fortescue Flannery (Yorkshire, Shipley) 

Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) van ee ae isl 
The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 
Sir H, Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ci 8 ‘ 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question again proposed. 
REDISTRIBUTION OF SEATS. 


Mr. Louis Sinclair (Essex, Romford) 
Mr. Coghill (Stoke-upon-Trent) 
Amendment proposed, at the end of the Question, to add the words :— 
“But we humbly represent to Your Majesty the desirability of 

remedying the defects and anomalies which at present exist in the 
representation of the people in this House by introducing a measure for 
the redistribution of seats, and which will also provide for the perma- 
nent representation of the British Dominions beyond the seas in the 
Imperial Parliament.— (Mr. Louis Sinclair.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 
Mr. Kimber (Wandsworth)... 

It being midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 

Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


Licence Duties (BELFAST Ciry).—Return ordered, “ showing the 
amount of Licence Duty collected in Belfast City during the year ending 
October, 1901, under the following headings :—Publicans, Spirit Grocers, 
Distillers, Brewer, Wholesale Spirit-Dealers, Wholsale Wine Dealers.”— 
(Mr. Field.) 


CoMPANIES’ CERTIFICATES BiLL.—Second Reading. 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peckham) moved the Second Reading of the Com 
panies Certificates Bill. 
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Mr. FLAvin (Kerry, N.) objected. 
Second Reading deferred till Thursday 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 29TH JANUARY, 1902. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


PETITIONS. 


INEBRIATES AcTs.—Petitions from Patricroft, for alteration of Law; to lie 
upon the Table... ; a ve ; ; 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Navy (SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, 1901-2).—Estimate presented, of the 
further amount required for Navy Services for the financial year ending 
31st March, 1902 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table and to be printed. 
[No. 33.] - ae ns es ~~ a ~ ia eve 


CONSOLIDATED FuNnp.—Abstract account presented, showing the issues made 
from the Consolidated Fund of the United Kingdom in the financial year 
ended 31st March, 1901, for the Interest and Management of the Debt, 
for the Civil List, and all other Issues in the financial year for services 


charged directly on the said Fund ; with the Report of the Comptroller 
and Auditor General thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the Table and to be 
printed. [No. 34.]_ ... wie ree sie vie sik 


ADDRESS IN RepLy To His MAJEsty’s Most Gracious SpEEcH (Tenth Day’s 
Debate :— 


Re-DISTRIBUTION OF SEATS. 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate onA mendment [28th 
January] to Main Question [16th January], “That an humble Address be 
presented to his Majesty, as followeth : 


“ Wost Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the 
Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
Parliamenty.”—(Colonel Harry M’Calmont.) 


And which Amendment was, at end of the Question, to add the words— 


“But we humbly represent to Your Majesty the desirability of 
remedying the defects and anomalies which at present exist in the repre- 
sentation of the people in this House by introducing a measure for the 
re-distribution of seats, and which will also provide for the British 
Dominions beyond the seas in the Imperial Parliament.”—(Mr. Louis 
Sinclair.) 


Question again proposed, “ That those words be there added,” 
Debate resumed. 


Discussion ;— 
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Mr. Kimber (Wandsworth). ... 1218 
The First Lord of the Treasury (ar. A. J. : Balfom, Manchester, E) ... 1228 
Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.) --. 1231 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) she obs ... 1233 
Sir H. Meysey-Thompson — Handsworth) = es ... 1238 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) .. oe 7 ... 1239 
Mr. Cochrane (Ayrshire, N.) nn ior “he es si .. 1243 
Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.)... es nr se a val -- 1247 
Mr. Plummer (Newcastle-on- Tyne)... : ae seis ... 1251 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) aes ite ... 1255 
Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Borough) on n id we ... 1258 
Mr. Blake (Longford, 8.) . oe sis sa ae sos eee 
Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, Heaghy - ona ia oie ... 1263 
Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.) . ei — ses a -- 1264 
Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) ins - ... 1265 
Mr. Harry Samuel (Tower Hamlets, 8, Limehouse) wn wick ... 1265 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) oes = sid pis ee --- 1266 


Question put. 
The House divided. Ayes 23; Noes 302. (Division List No. 8.) 
Main Question again proposed. 


IMMIGRATION OF DESTITUTE ALIENS, 


Major Evans-Gordon (Tower Hamlets, Stepney) 
Mr. Forde Ridley (Bethnal Green, S.W.) ... 
Amendment proposed, at the end of the Question, to add the words— 


“ But we humbly represent to Your Majesty the urgent necessity of 
introducing legislation to regulate and restrict the immigration of destitute 
aliens into London and other cities in the United Kingdom.”—(Major 
Evans Cordon.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there added.” 


The President of the Board of Trade (alr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, cami: 1284 
Mr, Stuart Samuel (Tower Hamlets, Whitechapel) om , ... 1289 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Main Question put and agreed to. 

Resolved, that an humble Address be presented to His Majesty, as followeth : 
“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament assembled, 
beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the Gracious 
Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of Parliament.” 


To be presented by Privy Councillors and Members of His Majesty’s Household. 


SuppLy.—Resolved, that this House will, upon Friday, resolve itself into a 
Committee to consider of the Supply to be granted to His Majesty. 


Ordered, that the several Estimates presented to this House during the 
present Session be referred to the Committee of manny: —(Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain.) ... ‘a ina ‘at ‘ oie san «. 1291 
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Ways AND MEANS.—Resolved that this House will, on Friday, resolve itself 
into a Committee to consider of the Ways and Means for raising the money 
to be granted to His Majesty.—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain) . - 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACTS, AMENDMENT BiLL.—Read a second time, and 
committed for tomorrow. ea sia 


NEW BILLS 


FAtsE MARKING —Bill to restrain the False Marking of Foreign goods as 
British made, ordered to be brought in by Sir Howard Vincent, —— 
Rasch, Colonel Brookfield, Mr. Seaton-Karr, and Mr. Field. 


False Marking Bill. —To restrain the False Marking of Foreign goods as 
English made,” presented and read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon W ednesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 69.] ... 


PusLic TRUSTEE AND ExecuTor.—Bill for the appointment of a Public Trustee 
and Executor, ordered to be brought in by Sir Howard Vincent, Mr. H. D. 
Greene, Mr. Howard, and Colonel Tufnell. oe 


Public Trustees and Exchequor Bill.—“ For the appointment of a Public 
Trustee and Executor,” presented and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 70.] 


Ick CrEAM SHops (ScOTLAND).—Bill to regulate the opening and closing of 
shops for the sale of ice cream, refreshments for consumption on the 
premises, and tobacco, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Orr-Ewing, Mr. 
Cameron Corbett, Mr. J ohn Dewar, and Mr. Law. ... bi 


Ice Cream gy (Scotland) Bill.—“ To regulate the opening and closing of 
shops for the sale of ice cream, refreshments for consumption on “the 
premises, and tobacco,” presented and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Thursdry, 27th February, and to be printed. [Bill 71] 


Adjourned at twenty-eight minutes before Six o'clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS, THURSDAY, 30TH, JANUARY 1902. 


OrFicE oF Lorp GREAT CHAMBERLAIN.—Petition of Sir John James Hugh 
Henry Stewart Murray, Knight of the Most Noble Order of the Thistle, 
Duke of Atholl, Marquess and Earl of Tullibar ‘dine, Earl of Strathtay and 
Strathardle, Viscount Glenalmond, Balquhidder and Glenlyon, Baron Murray 
of Tullibardine, Lord Balquhidder Balvenie and Gask in Scotland, Baron 
Strange of Knockyn i in England, Earl Strange, Baron Percy, and. Baron 
Murray of Stanley, county Gloucester in Great Britain, Baron Glenlyon of 
Glenlyon in the United Kingdom, to His Majesty, praying His Majesty to 
declare that he and his heirs are entitled to the office or dignity of Lord 
Great Chamberlain of England, and that if it should appear to His Majesty 
that the said office or dignity of Lord Great Chamberlain has rev erted to the 
Crown, and is therefore at His Majesty’s disposal, His Majesty will be 
graciously pleased to bestow upon the Petitioner the said office or dignity 
of Lord Great Chamberlain, as enjoyed by his ancestors, together with His 
Majesty’s reference ther eof to this House, and the report of the Attorney- 
General thereon: presented (by Command), read, and referred to the 

Committee for Privileges to consider and report 
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Petition of George Henry Hugh Marquess of Cholmondeley to His Majesty, 
praying His Majesty that he may be declared entitled to and may be con- 
firmed in the ownership, posession, and enjoyment of a moiety of the office 
of Hereditary Lord Great Chamberlain of England; together with His 
Majesty’s reference thereof to this House, and the report of the Attorney 
General thereon: presented (hy Command), read, and referred to the 

129] Committee for Privileges to consider and report —... sa see .-- 1293 
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Petition of the Right Honourable Charles Robert Earl of Carrington to His 
Majesty, praying His Majesty that he may he declared entitled to and may 
be confirmed in the ownership, possession, and enjoyment of a moiety of the 
office of Hereditary Lord Great Chamberlain of England, or that if (contrary 
to his contention) the said office is vacent or otherwise in His Majesty’s 
disposal, His Majesty will be graciously pleased to bestow the said office 
upon the Petitioner and his heirs, together with His Majesty’s reference 
thereof to this House, and the report of the Attorney General thereon : 
presented (by Command), read, and referred to the Committee for Privileges 
1291 to consider and repor 1293 
é port es es Ser ae ae nee see 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied with :— 
Abercarn Urban District Gas, ; Abertillery Urban District Council ; Ashton- 
1299 under-Lyne and Dukinfield Corporations (Alma Bridge, &c.) ; Baker Street 
and Waterloo Railway ; Barking Gas; Barry Railway ; Bedford Corpora- 
tion Water; Belfast Corporation ; Birkenhead Corporation ; Birmingham 
Assay Office; Birmingham Corporation Water; Bournemouth Gas and 
Water ; Bradford Corporation ; Bradford-on-Avon Gas; Brighton and 
Rottingdean Seashore Electric Tramroad ; Bristol Corporation ; Bristol 
Water ; Broadstairs Gas ; Bromley Gas ; Brompton and Piccadilly Circus 
Railway (New Lines, &e.); Brynaman and Neath Railway ; Brynmawr and 
Western Valleys Railway (Vesting); Buxton Urban District Council ; 
Caterham and District Gas ; Cavehill and Whitewell Tramways ; Central 
1292 London Railway (New Lines); Chard Gas; Charing Cross, Euston, and 
Hampstead Railway (No. 3); Charing Cross, Hammersmith, and District 
Electric Railway (No. 2) ; Chigwell, Loughton, and Woodford Gas ; City 
and Brixton Railway ; City and Brixton Railway (Abandonment) ; City 
and Crystal Palace Railway ; City and North-East Suburban Electric Rail- 
way (No. 2); City of London (Spitalfields Market); City of London 
(Streets); Clay Cross Railway ; Cleethorpes Improvements ; Colwyn Bay 
and Colwyn Urban District Council ; Commercial Gas ; Consett Water ; 
Cornwall Electric Power; Darley Dale Water; Dartford Improvement ; 
Deal and Walmer Gas ; Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire Electric Power ; 
Devonport Corporation (General Powers) ; Devonport Corporation (Water) ; 
Devonport Water; Donegal Railway ; Dover Harbour; Dublin Port and 
Docks Board ; Dublin, Wicklow, and Wrexford Railway ; Eastbourne Cor- 
poration ; East Worcestershire Water ; Edgware and Hampstead (Railway) ; 
Erdington Tramways ; Fareham Gas ; Felixstowe and Walton Improvement ; 
Finchley Improvement ; Finedon Urban District Water ; Furness Railway 
(Steam Vessels); Garston and District Tramways and Electric Supply 
(Transfer) ; Gloucestershire E'ectric Power ; Grand Junction Water ; Great 
Central and Midland Railways (South Yorkshire Railways) ; Great Central 
Railway ; Great Eastern Railway ; Great Northern and City Railway ; 
Great Northern and Strand Railway ; Great Northern Railway (No. 1) ; 
Great Northern Railway (No. 2); Great Western Railway ; Great Western 
Railway (Crumlin Viaduct ; Hastings Harbour District Railway (Extension 
of Time) ; Herne Bay Improvement ; Higham Ferrers and Rushden Water 
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Board ; Huddersfield Corporation; Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding 
Junction Railway and Dock (South Yorkshire Extension Lines); Isle of 
Wight Central Railway ; Kent Electric Power; Kent Water ; Kingscourt, 
Keady, and Armagh Railway ; King’s Road Railway (Putney Extension) ; 
Knaresborough Improv ement ; Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (South- 
port and Cheshire Lines Extension Railway Transfer); Lancashire and 
Yorkshire Railway (Steam Vessels); Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
(Various Powers); Lancashire County (Lunatic Asylums) ; Leamington 
Corporation; Leicester Corporation; Leicestershire and Warwickshire 
Electric Power; Leyland and Farington Gas; Limpsfield and Oxted 
Water ; Lincoln and East Coast Railway (Dock Abandonment) ; Liverpool 
Cathedral ; Liverpool Corporation ; Liverpool Grain Storage and Transit 
Company; London and India Docks Company (Lighterage Rates, &c) ; 
London and India Docks Company (Various Powers); London and North- 
Western Railway ; London and Southern-Western Railway ; London, 
Brighton, and South Coast Railway ; London County Council (Electric 
Supply ; London County Council (General Powers) ; London County Council 
(Subways and Tramway s); London School Board (Superanuation) ; London, 
Tilbury, and Southend Railway ; London United Electrie Railways ; London 
Water (Purchase); Longwood Gas; Manchester and Liverpool Kiectric 
Express Railway ; Manchester Corporation (General Powers) ; Manchester 
Corporation Tramways ; Manchester District ‘Telephone Board ; Manchester 
(Market Street Area) Improvements ; Margate Corporation Water ; Medway 
and Thames Canal; Menai Bridge Urban District Council; Metropolitan 
District Railway ; Metropolitan Railway ; Middlesex County Council Tram- 
ways ; Midland Counties Junction Railways (Sale) Act, 1901 (Amendment) ; 
Midland Railway ; Midland Railway (Steam Vessels) ; National Telephone 
Company (Kingston-upon-Hull) ; National Telephone Company (Manchester 
Area); Newcastle and Gateshead Water; Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric 
Supply ; Newport Corporation ; North and South Shields Electric Railway ; 
North Eastern Railway ; North-East London Railway (No. 2); North 
Metropolitan Electric Power Supply; North Metropolitan Tramways ; 

North Staffordshire Tramways; Northumberland Electric Power : North 
Warwickshire Water ; North-West London Railway ; Norwich Corporation 
(Electricity, &c.) ; Nottingham and Retford Railway ; Nottingham Corpora- 
tion ; Omagh Urban District Gas ; Owens College Manchester ; Piccadilly 
and City Railway (No 2); Plymouth, Devonport, and South-Western 
Junction Railway ; Preston Corporation ; Rathmines and Rathgar Urban 
District Council ; Reading Gas ; Rhondda Urban District Council; Rich- 
mond Hill (Preservation of View) ; Rickmansworth Gas ; Rossendale Valley 
Tramways ; Rusthall Manor ; Salford Corporation; Shepton Mallet Gas ; 
South, Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways ; South Metro- 
politan Gas ; Southport and Lytham Tramroad ; South Wales Electrical 
Power Distribution ; Street Urban District Council Water ; Sutton Bridge 
Dock ; Swansea Corporation ; Swansea Corporation Water ; Swindon U nited 
Gas; Taff Vale Railway; Thames River Steamboat Service; Ticehurst 
Water ; Tipton Urban District Council ; Tiverton Market ; Tyne Improve- 
ment Commission ; Wadhurst Gas ; Warrington Corporation (Education) ; 
Waterford and Bishop Foy Endowed Schools ; Weardale and Shildon District 
Water ; West Gloucestershire Water; West Ham Gas; West Hampshire 
Water ; Whitechapel and Bow Railway ; Wigan Corporation ; Wolverhamp- 
ton Corporation Water ; Wrexham Water ; York Corporation ; Ystradfellte 
Water. And the Certificates that the Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bills have not been complied with :—Central Argentine and Rosairo 
Railway ; Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and ‘Harbours; Rhymney 
Railway ; West Ham Corporation 
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BOARD OF TRADE (LABOUR DEPARTMENT). 


Directory of Industrial Associations in the United Kingdom: presented (by 
Command), and ordered to lie on the Table ... <a a ais ... 1298 


House adjurned at four o’clock, till to-morrow, half-past Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, THURSDAY, 30TH JANUARY, 1902. 
(3.0.) PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


ABERCARN URBAN District GaAs.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 





in by Mr. M’Kenna and Colonel Morgan sm ‘i ee ..» 1298 
BarkING GAs.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. ee 

Owen and Mr. Renshaw ei a6 ' . 1299 
BeprorD CorPoRATION WATER. —Petition, and Bill ordered to be icine in by 

Mr. Pym and Lord Alwyne Compton i a5 wk sais --- 1299 
BELFAST CORPORATION.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 

William Johnston and Sir James Haslett... a ‘nt iu ... 12399 
BIRKENHEAD CoRPORATION.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 

Sir Elliott Lees and Mr. Hoult... ses is we se ..- 1299 
BOURNEMOUTH GAS AND WATER.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 

in by Mr. Dickinson and Mr. Goddard = site Sas ‘as ... 1299 


BRIGHTON AND ROTTINGDEAN SEASHORE ELECTRIC TRAMROAD.—Petition, and 
3ill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Loder, Mr. Vernon-Wentworth, and 


Sir Henry Fletcher... xsl oe wai is i ue .-- 1299 
BROADSTAIRS GAs.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. James 
Lowther and Mr. Kimber __... ssi a de bis vin ... 1299 
BroMLEY GAs.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be iat in ~ Sir William 
Hart Dyke, Sir John Aird, and Mr. Firbank & . 1299 
BRYNMAWR AND WESTERN VALLEYS RAILWAY itn tte and Bill 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Macartney and Mr. David Maclver _... 1299 
CAVEHILL AND WHITEHILL TRAMWAYs.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Atherley Jones and Mr. Carvill vii is wos 1399 
Cuarp Gas.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Edward 
Stanley and Colonel Welby ... sid ; , ae . 1299 
Ciry or Lonpon (SPITALFIELDS hai iit and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Sir Joseph Dimsdale and Sir Horatio Davies is ... 1299 


Ciry or Lonpon (StrEEtS).—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Sir Joseph Dimsdale and Sir Horatio Davies ap ey ih ... 1300 


CLay Cross Raitway.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
- Victor Cavendish, Mr. Bromley ———r Mr. Markham, Mr. Thomas 


~ Bayley, and Mr. T. D. Bolton - si ee a ... 1300 
CLEETHORPES IMPROVEMENT.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be eH in by 
Mr. Doughty and Mr. Harrold J. Reckitt... ee see R ..- 1300 


Corwyn Bay AND Cotwyn Urpan District CounciL.—Petition, and Bill 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. John Roberts and Mr. William Jones... 1300 
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CoMMERCIAL GAs.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be — in wale Sir John 
Colomb and Mr. Kimber - : ‘ se 


CorNWALL ELEcTRIC PowER.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be ——— in by 
Mr. Caine and Mr. Hain = se ied ; *: 


DARTFORD IMPROVEMENT.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be br — in Phad Sir 
William Hart Dyke and Mr. Forster ‘us ‘ is 


DERBYSHIRE AND NOTTINGHAMSHIRE ELECTRIC PowEerR.—Petition, and Bill 
to be brought in by Mr. Thomas Bayley and Mr, Bolton ee 


DuBLIN Port AND Docks Boarp.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Harrington, Mr. M‘Cann, and Mr. John Gordon ae . 


DusLin, WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD RAILWAY.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Field, Mr, John Gordon, Viscount Milton, and Mr. 
James, O'Connor ‘ia Bs , bss = aid “sg 


East WORCESTERSHIRE WATER.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Philip Foster and Mr Martin. “ we si ™ 


ERDINGTON TRAMWAyYs.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be —* in shea Mr. 
Muntz and Mr. Cecil . ve , mn : ‘ 


FAREHAM GAS.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be iis, 0 in by Sir John Aird 
and Mr. Brand ae ok aes “se ; as os 


FINCHLEY IMPROVEMENT.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Captain Balfour and Captain Bowles ve as on 


FINEDON URBAN District WaATER.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Channing and Mr. Charles Spencer ie ee - 


FURNESS RAILWAy (STEAM VESSELS).—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Victor Cavendish and Mr. Richard Cavendish cS 


GARSTON AND District TRAMWAYsS AND ELEcTRiIC Supply (TRANSFER).— 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be ——* in a Mr. Higgir — Mr. 
William Lawrence, and Mr. Warr 


GLOUCESTERSHIRE ELECTRIC PowER.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be sali 
in by Sir John Dorington, Mr. Scott Montagu, and Mr. Crispps ... 


GRAND JUNCTION WATER.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir 
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John Colomb and Mr. Goulding . 1301 
GREAT CENTRAL AND MIDLAND RatLways (SouTH YORKSHIRE RatLways).— 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Henderson, Mr. roe 
man, Sir Frederick Mappin, and Sir William Coddington . 1301 
GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in ee Mr. 
Henderson and Mr, Chapman ie iss ... 1301 
GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Strutt and Mr. Penn san mas m ie ’ ia ... 1301 


GREAT NoRTHERN RaiLway (No. 1).—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Jackson and Mr Fison se 


GREAT WESTERN RaiLway (Crumlin Viaduct).-- Petition, and Bill ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. David Maclver and Mr. Brassey 
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HicHAM FERRERS AND RUSHDEN WATER Boarp.—Petition, and Bill ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Channing and Colonel Stopford-Sackville  ... ... 1302 


Hutt, BARNSLEY, AND West Ripinc JuncTION RAILWAY AND Dock (SouTH 
YORKSHIRE EXTENSION LINEs).—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Seymour King, Mr. Firbank, Mr. Charles W ane and Sir James 
Woodhouse whi 2 . 1302 


Kent ELectric PowEr.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be bovght i in iby Mr. 
Ormsby-Gore and Mr. Price ... sar ae ‘i sa ‘ 1302 


Kent WATER.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be a in ig Sir William Hart 
Dyke and Mr. Penn... ~ ie oe ..» 1302 


Kinascourt, KEApY, AND ARMAGH RAILWAY.—Petition, and Bill ordered to 
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Colonel Walker me . 1302 
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by Mr. Wharton and Colonel Gunter ‘i “ss a oN ... 1302 
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LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAILWAY (STEAM VESSELS).—Petition, and Bill 
ordered to be brought in by Sir William 7 Mr. senna Mr. T. M. 
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LIMPSFIELD AND OXxTED WaATER.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in 
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Perks... .. 1303 
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LonpoN AND Inp1A Docks (LIGHTERAGE Rates, ETC.).—Petition, and Bill 
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uth METROPOLITAN GAsS.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Banbury and Mr. Kimber te ue oa S, ses ‘ee sax, SOS 


suTH WALES ELEcTricaAL Power DistripuTion.—Petition, and Bill ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Alfred Thomas and Mr. D. A. Thomas _... «2. 1305 


quames RIVER STEAMBOAT SERVICE.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 


in by Mr. Alban Gibbs and Sir Fortescue Flannery ... . 1305 
TiceHURST WATER.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 

Trevelyan and Mr. William Jones __... als ae sls sea ... 1305 
Tron UrBAN District Councii.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in 

by Sir Alfred Hickman, Mr. Walford Green, and Mr. Norman a as) 1305 
\anHorst GaAs.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. William 

Jones and Mr. Trevelyan ‘na we: ai aa wre ee .»- 1806 
West GLOUCESTERSHIRE WATER.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in 

by Mr. Colston and Mr. Walford Green ibe 6 ins ‘nth ... 1306 


WHITECHAPEL AND Bow RatLway.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Perks and Sir Charles Dalrymple — ... is a ni ... 1306 


PuvaTE Bitts [Lorps].--Mr Speaker laid upon the Table Report from the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in respect of the Bills 
comprised in the List reported by the Chairman of Ways and Means 
as intended to originate in the House of Lords, they have certified that the 
Standing O:ders have been complied with in the following cases, viz. :— 
Abertillery Urban District Council ; Ashton-under-Lyne and Dukinfield 
Corporations (Alma Bridge, ete.); Baker Street and Waterloo Railway ; 
Barry Railway ; Birmingham Assay Office; Birmingham Corporation 
Water; Bradford Corporation ; Bradford-on-Avon Gas; Bristol Corpora- 
tion; Bistol Water ; Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway (New Lines, 
ete.); Brynaman and Neath Railway ; Buxton Urban District Council ; 
Caterham and District Gas; Central London Railway (New Lines) ; 
Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 3); Charing Cross, 
Hammersmith, and District Electric Railway (No. 2); Chigwell, Loughton, 
and Woodford Gas ; City and Crystal Palace Railway ; City and North 
East Suburban Electric Railway (No. 2); Consett Water; Darley Dale 
Water ; Deal and Walmer Gas; Devonport Corporation (General Powers) ; 
Devonport Corporation (Water); Devonport Water; Donegal Railway ; 
Dover Harbour; Edgeware and Hampstead Railway; Felixstowe and 
Walton Improvement ; Great Northern and City Railway ; Great Northern 
and Strand Railway ; Great Northern Railway (No. 2) ; Hastings Harbour 
District Railway (Extension of Time); Isle of Wight Central Railway ; 
King’s Road Railway (Putney Extension); Lancashire County (Lunatic 
Asylums) ; Leicester Corporation ; Liverpool Cathedral; Liverpool Grain 
Storage and Transit Company; London and South Western Railway ; 
London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway ; London United Electric 
Railways ; Longwood Gas; Margate Corporation Water; Medway and 
Thames Canal; Menai Bridge Urban District Council ; Midland Counties 
Junction Railways (Sale) Act, 1901 (Amendment); National Telephone 
Company (Kingston-upon-Hull) ; National Telephone Company (Manchester 
Area) ; Neweastle and Gateshead Water ; Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation 
Tramways ; North and South Shields Electric Railway ; North-East London 
Railway (No. 2); North Staffordshire Tramways; North-West London 
Railway ; Nottingham Corporation ; Owen’s College, Manchester ; Piccadilly 
and City Railway (No, 2); Plymouth, Devonport, and South Western 
Junction Railway ; Rhondda Urban District Council ; Rickmansworth Gas ; 
Rusthall Manor ; South Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Rail- 
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ways ; Street Urban District Council Water ; Sutton Bridge Dock ; Swansea 
Corporation ; Swansea Corporation Water; Swindon United Gas; Taff 
Vale Railway ; Tiverton Market ; Tyne Improvement Commission ; War- 
rington Corporation (Education) ; Waterford and Bishop Foy Endowed 
Schools ; Weardale and Shildon District Water ; West Hampshire Water ; 
Wigan Corporation ; Wrexham Water ; Ystradfellte Water. And that they 
have certified that the Standing Orders have not been complied with in the 
following cases, viz. :—Central Argentine and Rosario Railways ; Rhymney 


Railway ... . 1306 


PrivATE Brit Petitions [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS Not CompLiep WItH).— 
Mr SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the case of the Petitions for the following 
Bills, originating in the Lords, the Standing Orders have not been complied 
with, viz. :—Central Argentine and Rosario Railway Bill [Lords] ; Rhymney 
Railway Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select 


Committee on Standing Orders ae 1308 


PrivATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING ORDERS Not CompLiep WITH).—Mr. 
SHEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petition for the following Bills, 
the Standing Orders have not been complied with, viz. :—Fishguard and 
Xosslare Railways and Harbours Bill; West Ham Corporation Bill. 
Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders... vr as =~ on os on jas _ --» 1308 


West Ham Corporation BiLt.—Standing Orders not complied with referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing Orders ... ‘sé hs sh vo» 1308 


PETITIONS. 


Grocers’ LICENCEs.—Petition from Flint, for legislation; to lie upon the 
Table... vis jax ae ie sis ~ vi oe ..- 1308 


Mipwives’ Bitt.—Petition from Mitcham, in favour ; to lie upon the Table... 1308 


SALE OF InTOxIcaTING Liquors ON SuNDAY BiLt.—Petitions in favour ;— 
From Euxton ;—and, Hemel Hempstead ; to lie upon the Table... . 130 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


DIRECTORY OF INDUSTRIAL AssocIATIONS.—Copy presented, of Directory of 
Industrial Associations in the United Kingdom [by Command]; to lie upon _ 
the Table se vi be ‘a8 on ds w+ 13 


Evictions (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Return of Evictions in Ireland for 
the quarter ended 31st December, 1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the = 
Table... ia -_ bin oi -_ ans nt _ w+ 130 


Minitia Act, 1882 (Deputy LreuTENANTS, IRELAND).—Copy presented, of 
Return of descriptions of qualifications of Deputy Lieutenants lodged during 
1901, as furnished to the Chief Secretary for Ireland [by Act]; to lie upon _ 
the Table as es on sie aa a ine a ..- 130 


MINES (EXPLOSION AT THE UNIVERSAL COLLIERY, GLAMORGANSHIRE).—Copy 
presented, of Reports to His Majesty’s Secretary of State for the Home 
Department by W. Galloway, esquire, F.G.S., Professor of Mining at the 
University College of South Wales and Monmouthshire ;8. T. Evans, esquire, 
K.C., M.P., and J. T. Robson, esquire, one of His Majesty’s Inspector of 
Mines, on the circumstances attending an Explosion which occurred at the 
Universal Colliery, Glamorganshire, on the 24th May, 1901 [oy Command] ; 


to lie upon the Table 1304 
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Answer, Mr. Wyndham is és ; 

BoycoTTING AT BLACKLION.—Question, Mr. M’Govern (Covan ome Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham .. : wea oe vie : ; wis ‘ 

THE HicH SHERIFF OF DUBLIN.—Question, Mr. John Redmond; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... ; de es des ‘ ‘i ius * 


LISTOWEL AND KILLARNEY QUARTER SESSIONS. — Questions, Mr. Murphy 
(Kerry, E.), Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) ; Answers, The er General for 
Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, ee : 


Irish LAND Court VALUERS.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; ‘eta Mr. 
Atkinson ae lk nae ee vite ve ie 


TrRisH BOARD OF AGRICULTURE OFFICERS.—Question, Mr. _— heinous 
Co., S.; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain . ae é * 


RosscaRBERY MAIL SERVICE.—Qnestion, Mr. Edward Barry — Co., 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain jee a va ei ‘ 


TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION BETWEEN DUBLIN AND BELFAST. — ee 
Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


New CLERK OF THE +o Reagan Mr. Munro estes pits i dd : 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


BUSINESS OF THE HovusE.—Questions, Mr. Dillon, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 
(Stirling Burghs), Mr. Broadhnrst (Leicester) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Mr. BaLFOUR AND THE “SUN” NEWSPAPER.—Personal Explanation, Mr. A. 
J. Balfour ek bia on ies , 








EvicTep TENANTS (IRELAND BILL). 
read, and discharged : Bill withdrawn. 


ConcEsTED Districts (IRELAND) BiLL. —Order for Second | Reading [14th 
May] read and discharged: Bill withdrawn ... ba — el Se 


Order for Second Reading [28th May] 


New Member Sworn. — Walter Runciman, Esquire, for the Borough of 
Dewsbury , ii ia is we $5 3 
New PROCEDURE RULES :— 


The First Lord of the Treasury Mr. A. J. Balfour (Manchester, E.) , 

Motion made and Resolution put “That the pa -omeet of the Rules 
of Procedure proposed by the Government whenever set down have pre- 
cedence on every day except on Wednesday.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 289 ; Noes, 98. (Division List No. 9.) 
BUSINESS OF THE House (SUPPLY) :— . 


Motion made and Question proposed “That the provisions of 
Standing Order 56 be extended to Tuesday and Friday.”—(JM/r. A. J. 
Balfour. 


Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis.) ... 


Amendment made, by inserting after the word “That,” the words 
“ until the House otherwise order.” 


Main Question, as amended, again proposed. 
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Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy — 
Mr. A. J. Balfour... : 


Question put and agreed to. 


Ordered, That until the House otherwise order, the provisions of 
Standing Order 56 be extended to Tuesday and Friday. 


LONDON WATER SUPPLY. 


ee ee Walter —_— Bristol, - 

Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling ee 

Mr. Boulnois (Marylebone, FE) ... 

Mr. John Burns (Batterseu) # 

Mr. Hudson (Hertfordshire, Hitchin) 

Mr. Lough (Islington IW.) .. oe 

Mr. Harry Sanwuel (Tower Hanlets, Linchowse) xe 

Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, Rugby) . 

Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, W.) ... ne 

Dr, Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) .. 

Mr. W. F. D. Sinith (Strand, Westminster) 

Mr. Sydney Buxton (Lower Hamlets, Poplar) 

Mr. David Morgan (Essex, Walthamstow) 

Mr. Cremer (Shoreditch, Haggerston) os 

Mr, Cohen (Islington, E.) .. 

The Secretary to the Local Government Board, Mr. Grant Lawson (Yor shire, 
N.L., Thirsk) 5 : 


Bill for establishing a Water Board to manage the supply of water 
within London and certain adjoining districts, for transferring to the Water 
Board the undertakings of the Metropolitan Water Companies; and for 
other purposes connected therewith, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Long, 
Mr. Secretary Ritchie, Mr. Grant Lawson, and Mr. Attorney General. 


Loxnpon Water Biti.—For establishing a Weter Board to manage the 
supply of water within London and adjoining districts ; for transferring to 
the Water Board the undertakings of the Metropolitan Water Companies ; 
and for other purposes connected therewith,” presented accordingly, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 72. 


LICENSING. 


The Secretary of State for the Home — ~ hitchie, ( ened 
Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) ... 

Major Jameson (Clare, W.) 

Mr. Tritton (Lambeth, Norwood) 

Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester)... 


Bill to amend the Law relating to the sale of intoxicating liquors and to 
drunkenness, and to provide for the registration of clubs, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Secretary Ritchie, Mr. Attorney General, and Mr. Jesse 
Collings. 


LICENSING Bitt.—“To amend the Law relating to the sale of intoxicating 
liquors and to drunkenness, and to provide for the registration of clubs,” 
presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed.” [Bill 7 3.] 
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CoMPANIES’ CERTIFICATES BiLL—Order for Second Reading read :— 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘“ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Debate arising ; and, it being midnight, the Debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. ie oe wie aot : .-. 1449 





MERCHANT SHIPPING AcTSs AMENDMENT BILL.—Considered in Committee 
(IN THE COMMITTEE.) 
Clause 1 :— 
Committee report progress ; to sit again to-morrow. vn die .» 1449 


Home InpustriEs.—“ Bill for the better regulation of Home Industries, ordered 
to be brought in by Colonel Denny, Mr. Charles Douglas, Mr. John 
Burns, Mr. J. W. Wilson, Mr. Emmot, Mr. Law, and Mr. Fenwick. 


Home Inpustries Biti.—“ For the better regulation of Home Industries,” 
presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 19th February, and to be printed.” [Bill 74.] 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve o’clock. 
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PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED EDITION) 


IN THE 
THIRD SESSION or tae TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT oF THE 
Unirep Kinepom or GREAT BRITAIN anv IRELAND, IN THE 
First YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 
BRRATA. 
January 22.—Speech of EARL PERCY, p. 594, line 47, alter “the 


Persian 


ment” to 


Government 
“the Russian Government 


Russian Govern- 
insisted that the 


insisted that the 


Persian Government.” 


Page 602, EarnL PERCY’S remark was: “ When I referred to 
the Slavonic policy of compelling stagnation, I, of course, 


alluded to Russian 


Czar’s jurisdiction.’ 


tactics in countries not subject to the 


> 


January 23.—Speech of Mr. TOMKINSON, p. 727, line 24, for “ Accounts” 
read “Acts”; lines 52-53, for “make the annual pay- 
ments of,” read “‘ make an annual payment less than.” 


Page 728, line 19, delete the word “not”; lines 25-26, for 
“perpetual land question,” read “ growing prosperity of 
Ireland” ; line 53, for “in which it must be undertaken,” 
read “from which it must be rescued.” 


been received with demonstrations of the 
liveliest affection, and I am _ convinced 
that their presence has served to rivet 
more closely the bonds of mutual regard 
and loyalty by which the vigour of the 
Empire is maintained 

“ My relations with other Powers con- 
tinue to be of a friendly character. 


“T regret that the war in South Africa 
has not been yet concluded, though the 
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and from New Zealand. 


“ On the invitation of the King of tke 
Belgians, an International Conference on 
Sugar Bounties has recently reassembled 
at Brussels. I trust that its decision may 
lead to the abandonment of a system by 
which the sugar-producing Colonies, and 
the home manufactures of sugar, have 
been unfairly weighted in the prosecution 
of this most important industry. 


A 








3 King’s 

“ T have concluded with the President 
of the United States a Treaty, the pro- 
visions of which will facilitate the con- 
struction of an interoceanic canal under 
guarantees that its neutrality will be 
maintained, and that it will be open to the 
commerce and shipping of all nations. 

“T have concluded a Treaty with the 
President of the United States of Brazil 
referring to arbitration questions relative 


to the frontier between My Colony of | 


British Guiana and Brazil. [ have much 
pleasure in stating that the King of Italy 
has consented to act as Arbitrator. 

“In My Indian Empire the rainfall has 
been less abundant than was desired, and 
the continuance of relief measures, though 
on a less extensive scale than in the 
past year, will be necessary in certain 
parts of the Bombay Presidency and of 
the adjoining Native States. I anticipate 
a further improvement in the methods 
and efficiency of famine relief in the 
future from the labours of the Com- 
mission who have recently reported. 

“The death of Abdur Rahman, the 
Ameer of Afghanistan, has been followed 
by the accession of his son and appointed 


heir, the Ameer Habibulla, who has ex- | 


pressed his earnest desire to maintain the 
friendly relations of Afghanistan with my 
Indian Empire. 


“ Gentlemen of the House of Commons, 


“The Estimates for the service of the 
year will be laid before you. They have 
been framed as economically as a due 
regard to efficiency renders possible, in 
the special cireumstances of the present | 
exigency. 


“ My Lords and Gentlemen, 


“Proposals for the co-ordination and im- | 
provement of primary and_ secondary | 
education will be laid before you. 

“A measure will be introduced for 
amending the administration of the water 


supply in the area at present controlled | 


by the London Water Companies. 
“A Bill for facilitating the sale and 
urchase of Land in Ireland will be sub- 
aan 
mitted for your consideration. 
“ Measures will be proposed to you for 
improving the Law of Valuation; for 


{LORDS} 


Speech. 4 


| tration of Clubs; for amending the 
Patent Law ; and for sundry reforms in 
the Law of Lunacy. 

| “TI pray that, in the consideration of 
| these important questions, you may have 
a and blessing of Almighty 


TOOK THE OATH. 
The Earl of Lytton took the Oath. 


SAT FIRST. 

The Lord Stewart of Garlies (4. Gallo- 
way) sat first in Parliament after the 
death of his brother. 

The Earl of Guilford sat first in Parlia- 

'ment after the death of his father. 

The Lord Monson sat first in Parlia- 

ment after the death of his father. 


INTRODUCED. 

Martin Henry, Baron Killanin, was (in 
the usual manner) introduced by virtue of 
a patent dated the 15th day of June, 

' 1900, his father, the first baron who was 
created by such patent, never having 
taken his seat. 

Edward Carr, Lord Bishop of Peter- 
borough, was (in the usual manner) 
introduced. 


ROLL OF THE LORDS. 
Norroy King of Arms attending, de- 
' livered at the Table (in the usual manner) 
a List of the Lords Temporal in the 
Third Session of the Twenty-seventh 
Parliament of the United Kingdom. 
The same was ordered to lie on the ‘lable. 


SELECT VESTRIES. 
Bill, pro forma, read 1*. 


ADDRESS IN REPLY TO HIS 

MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 
THE Eart or HARROWBY: My 
Lords, I rise to move that an humble 
Address be presented to His Majesty for 
|his gracious Speech from the Throne, 
| but before doing so I would ask your 
| Lordships to extend to me that considera- 
tion which I understand is always most 
| graciously given to those who, like myself, 
/ask for it, and more especially to those 
| who have the honour and the privilege of 
addressing this House for the first time. 





feelings of the whole House in tendering 


amending the Law relating to the Sale | I feel confident that I am expressing the 
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5 Address in Reply to 


{16 JANUARY 1902} 


the King’s Speech. 6 


to His Majesty our humble and loyal | gracious Speech from the Throne, His 


congratulations upon the safe return of! Majesty ould have 
their Royal Highnesses the Prince and termination of the war. 


the 
are, 


announced 
There 


Princess of Wales from their extended | however, not wanting signs that it is 


and historic tour. It was a tour which | 
projuced a spontaneous outburst of | 
loyalty and affection from all the younger | 


steadily drawing to a close, and that it 
will not be long before the arts of war 
will give place to the arts of industry 


sons of the Imperial mother; and the | and to the development of commerce 


expression of that loyalty has been deeply | 
and sincerely appreciated by every section 
of the community throughout the country. 
I have myself travelled over the districts 
which have been so recently visited by | 
their Royal Highnesses, and I can bear 
testimony to the kindly feeling which pre- 
yails throughout our Colonies towards «ll 
thesubjects of His Majesty in this country. 
Not the least remarkable event of the 
tour was the opening of the first Common- 
wealth Parliament by His Royal High- 
ness—an event which will never be 
forgotten by the representative assembly 
which witnessed the imposing cere- 
mony. ‘The return of their Royal High- 
nesses to this country was also 


} 


marked by an event of the utmost | 


importance to the Colonies and to us— 
namely, the announcement of His 
Majesty’s new title of Royalty as King of 
the British Dominions beyond the Seas. 
No more fitting or appropriate time could 
have been chosen for this announcement, 
and His Majesty’s subjects in all parts of 
the world must have read at the same 
time with genuine interest the statesman- 
like speech delivered by His Royal 
Highness the Prince at the Guildhall. 
With so much loyalty genuinely expressed, 
and practically shown, there is no need 
for this country to fear any position of 
isolation, so long as we cordially respond 
to the 
marked the attitude of our Colonies, 
especially during the last few years of the 
nation’s trials. 


enthusiastic spirit which has | 


It is no formal expression that His | 


Majesty’s Government is on friendly 
terms with European Powers. When we 
consider that this country has been 
occupied in the South African campaign, 
I think it is a source of congratulation 
that foreign Governments have 
attempted to embarrass us. 
think that our interests in all parts of the 
world, 


not | 


and trade. It is impossible to mention 
this subject without referring to 
the noble Earl, Lord Roberts, to whom 
the country owes a deep debt of gratitude, 
not only for his more recent services, but 
for his services in the frontier wars in 
India ; to Lord Milner, whose administra- 
tive abilities have been so tactfully dis- 
played, and to Lord Kitchener for his 
remarkable military genius in gradually 
restoring the country to a condition of 
peace, in which already civil life is 
beginning to reassert itself above the 
devastations of war. Our thanks are due, 
not only to those leaders, but to the 
officers and to the men serving under 
them ; and it must be a source of pride 
to us to-day that, in spite of many hard- 
ships and privations, never has greater 
valour been shown upon the field, and 
never has the country come forward more 
cheerfully to supply the sinews of war 
and the resources necessary to carry it 
through, They have paid cheerfully the 
taxes which have been imposed upon 
them, knowing as they do that it is not a 
Government’s, that it is not a party’s, but 
that it is a nation’s war. 

It is, moreover, a source of satisfaction 
that His Majesty’s Government have 
been able to accept the patriotic offer of 
the Colonies of further contingents to 
relieve the strain which has fallen upon 
our troops in South Africa, and so enable 
our own regiments in some instances to 
return to this country after a long and 
arduous campaign at the front. My 
Lords, it is not too much to hope that, in 
view of such self-sacrifice, the Colonies 
may at the termination of the war be 


| joined with us in council to settle the 


} 


I venture to | 


notwithstanding our being so | 


tuture of that country. It is premature to 
discuss the terms at the present moment, 
but I think the country will insist upon 
its being a final settlement, and will not 
permit a weak or vacillating policy. 

I notice with pleasure that an inter- 


much tied up in South Africa, have not | national Conference is announced in the 
been neglected, and that the prestige of | King’s Speech to take place at Brussels 
this country to-day is as high as it ever | on the question of the Sugar Bounties. It 


has been. 


It would have been a source! is to be hoped that the result will be 


of satisfaction to the country if, in the; the abandonment of a system which so 


A2 





7 Address in Reply to 


unfairly handicaps not only our home 
manufactures, but also our sugar-pro- 
ducing Colonies. This is not a question 
affecting only this country. It is an 
Imperial question. Your Lordships may 
remember that Conference after Con- 
ference has taken place in London, and 
that the First Lord of the Treasury has 
received many deputations on the subject. 
To my mind the Colonies have a right, 
in a time of trouble, to appeal to the 
Mother country, and I would venture to 
congratulate the Government upon the 
active steps they have taken in regard to 
the furtherance of this Conference. 

As to the domestic legislation men- 
tioned in His Majesty’s gracious Speech, 
I would congratulate the Government 
upon the fulfilment of their pledge of 
last Session to bring in a measure for 
the co-ordination and improvement of 
primary and secondary education in this 
country. This is a measure of the 
utmost importance, and one of vital 
interest to the prosperity of the country. 
The object which the Government will 
have in view will, I hope, be the intro- 
duction of harmony and completeness 
into our educational system. It is 
not possible for me, in the short 
time at my disposal, to enter fully 
into this measure, more especially as 
it is not before the House ; but I would 
venture to express the hope that the 
subject will be approached in a concilia- 
tory spirit by all schools of thought, 
and that the Voluntary schools will be 
protected in view of the religious edu- 
cation that they give. I may be forgiven 
for recalling the fact that my late uncle 
took in education, and __ especially 
in Voluntary schools, a deep interest ; 
but the position to-day is one that 
should engage the attention of 
everyone, especially if there is a desire, 
as 1 feel sure there is, to preserve 
the valuable work of the Voluntary 
schools from gradually disappearing. I 
think I am right in saying that it is the 
earnest wish of the Unionist Party to 
preserve these Schools ; nor do ! think 
that amongst all the advanced thinkers on 
this subject there is a desire to starve out 
Church and Roman Catholic schools, 
which, side by side with the Board Schools, 
have carried on, and are still carrying on, 
such excellent work for the benefit of the 
children of the country. There is also 


to be considered the right of the parents 
to have their children educated in the 


The Earl of Harrowby. 


{LORDS} 
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faith which they 
adopted, or in which they have been. 
brought up. I hope that ample time 
will be given for the adequate discussion 
of this important measure, and that it will 
_be marked by an earnest desire to sub- 
ordinate party feelings and_ sectarian 
rivalries in favour of a satisfactory and 
comprehensive scheme of education, 
Whatever the educational authority may 
be, I can only hope that the secondary 
education will, in their hands, be a means 
of enabling the coming generation to 
_acquire useful information, to fit them to 
/ be capable citizens, and, having know- 
ledge, to grapple with the growing 
‘competition of our rivals in trade and 
‘commerce throughout the world. The 
| Water Bill mentioned in the King’s 
| Speech is a measure which affects London 
very acutely, and will in consequence 
/receive the very anxious attention of 
| Parliament. The recommendations of the 
| Royal Commission upon this subject will 
be a valuable contribution to the settle- 
;ment of the question, receiving, as | 
believe they have done, the approval of 
the President of the Local Government 
Board. There are other matters men- 
tiond in the gracious Speech which my 
noble friend who is to second the Address 
will touch upon. It only now remains 
for me to give place to him, with a 
grateful sense of your Lordships’ kind- 
ness in listening so patiently to the few 
remarks which I have ventured to make. 
I beg to move the motion standing in 
my name. 


*THE Eart or LYTTON: My Lords, 
I rise to second the Address which has 
been so ably proposed by the noble 
Earl who has just sat down, and I do 
'so in accordance with the ancient 
tradition of your Lordships’ House, 
which allows this privilege even to the 
youngest and least distinguished of 
your number. My Lords, I am_ very 
sensible of the difficulties of my posi- 
tion, but I am encouraged by the know- 
|ledge that many noble Lords, whom I 
,am addressing, have themselves under- 
'taken a similar responsibility in the 
|past. They will therefore remember 
that the post of honour is fenced 
jaround with many terrors, and 
will, I hope, extend to me to-day a 
double measure of that indulgence 
'which they themselves received on 
| former occasions. 


themselves have: 
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My Lords, we are assured by His 
Majesty that our relations with other 
Powers continue to be friendly. Noble 
Lords are doubtless as familiar 


this statement in the gracious Speech | 


from the Throne as with the appeals to 
the indulgence of the House which form 
the invariable preface to the speeches 
of the mover and seconder of the 
Address, but the repetition of these 
phrases in the past need not be taken 
as indicating any want of sincerity on 
the present occasion. We cannot, at 


{16 JANUARY '1902} 


with | 


} 


any rate, be blind to the fact that, in | 


view of the hostility which our South 
African policy has aroused in certain 
countries of Europe, the 
foreign affairs at the present moment 
is by no means free from anxiety ; and 
the fact that our relations 
Governments of those countries continue 
to be friendly, is a matter for which we 
cannot be too thankful—a matter, too, 
for which we are prepared to give the 
fullest credit to the noble Marquess 
who is our Foreign Minister. 

There is, moreover, one fact connected 
with foreign affairs to which [ venture to 
call the special attention of your Lord- 
ships. I refer to the very satisfactory 
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| undertaken the construction of the canal 
‘and the eftire responsibility for the 
| maintenance of its neutrality, and when 
the canal is completed it will be 
thrown open, on terms of absolute 


| equality, to the ships of commerce and of 


war of all nations observing the rules 
which have been laid down. There are 
no people for whom we in this country 
have greater respect, and with whom we 
are more desirous of maintaining the 
most intimate and cordial relations, than 
the great enlightened population of 
America, and we cannot but hope, there- 
fore, that all future discussions on points 


|of difference between the two countries 


conduct of | 


with the | 


announcement that a treaty has been | 


concluded with the President of the 
United States which will facilitate the 
construction of an Inter-oceanic Canal 
through the Isthmus of Central America. 
This announcement is the more welcome 


may be discussed in the same friendly 
spirit, and may be crowned with an 
equally satisfactory result. 

In the South American Continent we 
have another example of the way in which 
we hope before very long the differences 
between the various nations of the 
world will come to be settled. 

In the boundary dispute between the 
Republic of Brazil and the colony of 
British Guiana the King of Italy has 
graciously consented to become  arbi- 
trator. We can confidently expect a 
wise and just decision from a Monarch 
who, in the short space of time since his 
accession to the throne, has given frequent 
proof of his readiness to accept to the 


‘fullest extent the responsibilities of his 


when we remember that the negotiations | 


on this matter have been protracted over 
a period of several years—a period long 
enough to give rise, with however little 
justification, to fears that the differences 
between those two countries were incap- 
able of adjustment. I need not weary 
your Lordships with a repetition of the 
intricate details of the controversy, now 
happily at an end. I will not disinter 
from the Blue Books, where they lie 
buried, discussions over the territorial 
sovereignty of Nicaragua, or the Mosquito 
coast, over the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, 
the draft conventions, and the Amend- 
ments and counter Amendments which 
have been proposed by both 
but I feel sure that your Lordship will re- 
joice to think that no legal or diplomatic 


technicality has been allowed any longer | 
to stand in the way of an undertaking | 
which will benefit the commerce of the | 


whole world. According to the terms of 


the new treaty the United States have 


sides ; | 


position, and who has devoted himself with 
genuine zeal to promoting the welfare of 
the fair land over which he has been 
called to rule. 

Before I leave altogether the subject 
of our relations with Foreign Powers, I 
would venture to refer with thankfulness 
to the attitude which has been adopted 
by the new Ameer of Afghanistan. Your 
Lordships will understand the personal 
interest with which [ approach any matter 
connected with the welfare of our Indian 
Empire, and I cau conceive of no greater 
disaster than the rupture of those friendly 
relations which have existed between the 
Empire of India and the kingdom of 
Afghanistan ever since the accession of 
Abdur Rahman to the throne of Cabul. 
The late Ameer was a great personality 
‘and a strong and wise ruler, and his 
_ death has long been dreaded as the possible 
forerunner of renewed disturbance on the 
North-Western Frontier of India. That 
event has happily not been followed by 
the calamitous results which were ex- 
pected, and we gladly welcome the desire 
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of the new Ameer to remain on good 
terms with the Government of India. 

I now turn, my Lords, to a matter on 
which I feel sure there can be but one 
opinion in this House. Every noble Lord 


{LORDS} 


present, as well as every person in this | 


country, must share his Majesty’s feelings 
of rejoicing at the return to these shores 
of their Royal Highnesses the Prince and 
Princess of Wales. We must not be 
deterred by the pomp and pageantry of 
that triumphial procession from appre- 
ciating the devotion to the interests of 
the Empire which inclined the Prince 
and Princess of Wales to face the incon- 
veniences, not to say dangers, of a long sea- 
voyage, and the prolong absence from their 
family circle which it entailed. We, in Eng- 
land, have followed their Royal Highnesses 
in our sympathies through every stage 
of their long and prosperous journey. We 
rejoiced with them at the manifestations 
of loyal affection with which they were 
everywhere greeted, and we now welcome 
them home with the greater enthusaism in 
that we are convinced of the noble pur- 
pose which they have served by their 
great undertaking. That journey, my 
Lords, together with the struggle in 
which we are engaged in South Africa, 
has done more than anything before, to 
bring home to the people of this country 
the loyal sentiments of our kinsfolk 
across the seas—a loyalty which I believe 
has always existed, but which has hither- 
to had little opportunity of finding ex- 
pression. That journey, too, will in future 
years be looked back to, as marking our 
recognition of a turning point in the 
history of the British Empire. 

In the century which is now dawning, 
great Imperial questions seem destined 
to occupy the most prominent place. No 
Government of the future will be able to 
ignore them, and no policy will be accept- 
able to the British nation which does not 
aim at maintaining the unity and vigour 
of the Empire. But, my Lords, the health 
and strength of our Empire as a whole 
depends on the health and strength of 
every component part, and it is only by 
concentrating attention on the weaker 
portions that we shall be able to maintain 
the high standard of efficiency which such 
an Empire demands. There is one portion 
of the Empire, so close to us that we are 
apt sometimes to overlook its Imperial 
smportance, which, above all others, is in 
need of such attention. Nobody will 
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of Ireland have ever yet reached that 
maximum development of which they are 
capable, and the continued discontent of 
a portion of His Majesty’s subjects in that 
country is a constant source of danger to 
the Empire, a danger which this war has 
given us opportunities of recognising. 
We have seen Irish representatives in 
Parliament, men who have taken the 


‘oath of allegiance to their Sovereign, 


who yet can exult in public over our 
defeats and lament over our victories. 

But, my Lords, the discontent and 
animosity which exist in Ireland are 
the growth of long vears, and therefore 
a disease which cannot be cured by any 
single remedy ; least of all will it be 
cured by a vindictive attitude on the part 
of the people of England, and I rejoice to 
think that the Government will not be 
deterred by the extremists of either 
party from maintaining the law with 
justice in that country and from con- 
tinuing its efforts to improve the 
conditions of the Irish people. It would 
be idle to suppose that the Bill which 
is announced in the King’s Speech will 
put an end to agrarian agitation or 
solve the land question. The solution 
of that question is not in the hands of 
the Government ; it is in the hands of 
the owners and occupiers of the soil, and 
all that any Government can do is to 
facilitate a co-operation between those 
two classes to settle the question upon 
the lines which have been proved, 
by long consideration and _ actual 
experience, to be the only possible 
ones. The sound economic policy 
which has been inaugurated — in 
Ireland during the past two years, and 
which aims at uniting all classes on 
matters which are vital to their country, 
such as the improvement of their agri- 
culture and industries, will be followed, 
I believe, by a period of material pros- 
perity such as the country has never 
hitherto known. But if the Irish people 
are to reap the benefits of their improved 
conditions, another important reform 
will be necessary—namely, a reform in 
the educational system of the country. 
Speaking for myself, 1 hope the Govern- 
ment will see its way to introduce before 
long a measure which will place the 
blessings of University education within 
the reach of the Roman Catholic 
inhabitants of Ireland. 

It may be, my Lords, that questions 


pretend that either the people or the soil | relating to the material prosperity of the 
the Earl of Lytton. 
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country may also one day prove the 
determining factor in the settlement 
of that more distant portion of the 
Empire which is still the centre of all | 
our hopes and fears. If the reward of our | 
efforts and our patience in South Africa 
has been slow, that reward has been no 
less sure. The noble Earl who moved the 
Address has already referred to the | 
gradual re-settlement of the country, and 
to the resumption of peaceful pursuits in 
the area which has been cleared of the | 
enemy. For the last three months our 
railway communications have been secure ; 
the weekly reduction in the enemy’s 
forces continues unabated; the concen- 
tration camps are being gradually broken 
up; the number of retugees returning to 
their homes increases every week, and 
many burghers, who only a few months 
ago were fighting against us, have now 
taken service in the British forces. These 
are facts, my Lords,’ which shine like 
gleams of daylight through the dark 
clouds which have settled for so long 
over the continent of South Africa, and 
it may be that, at a date less distant 
than many of us suppose, the fierce 
struggles and the hard-fought battles of 
this melancholy but famous war will be 
forgotten, or, if they are remembered, will 
be remembered only to celebrate the 
military virtues of those two peoples, on 
whose co-operation the future of South 
Africa depends. 


| 


As Lord Milner remarked the other 
day, the great cataclysm lies behind us, 
and we can breathe more freely. May 
we not hope that the clearing of the atmo- 
sphere in South Africa may be accom- 
panied during the coming year by a 
calmer attitude and a less embittered 
spirit of controversy in the political dis- 
cussions of South African topics in this 
country ? In dwelling on the brighter 
side of the picture, 1 have laid myself 
open to the charge of careless optimism, 
which has been so often raised of late by 
those who are for ever building dungeons 
in the air. But if hopefulness is a crime, it 
is a crime to which [ am not ashamed to 
plead guilty. The people of England at 
the present moment are filled with the 
spirit of confidence which is born of 
determination, and I am happy to think | 
that the Government partakes the spirit | 
of the nation. I thank your Lordships 


{16 JANUARY 1902} 
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Moved, “That an humble Address be 
presented to His Majesty in reply to the 
gracious Speech from the Throne.” —(The 
Earl of Harrowby.) 


*EARL SPENCER: My Lords, before 
I take up the thread of argument 


| which the person who occupies my posi- 


tion usually adopts, I wish to be allowed 
to make a few personal remarks. My 


| Lords, it is with regret that I stand 


here ; I regret it because I stand in the 
place of one who long held it, [ venture 
to say, with distinction, one who had not 
only the cordial and complete support 
of his own followers, but who, by the 
manner in which he conducted — busi- 
ness, gave complete satisfaction to 
the other side. It has been a matter of 
the deepest regret that Lord Kimberley 
last year was struck down by severe 
illness, and, at the same time, he re- 
ceived one of the greatest blows that can 
be inflicted on any family—namely, the 
unexpected death of his son. I regret to 
say he is still unable to come here. Your 
Lordships, I am sure, will join with me in 
hoping that with the amelioration in his 
condition he once more will be able to 
take up his duties in this House. Your 
Lordships last year extended to me your 
kind indulgence when I had to take up 
this difficult and responsible post, and [ 


ask you to extend the same indulgence 
as long as I have to preform this duty. 


I have now to refer to the speeches 


of the noble Lords who moved and 


seconded the Address. They bear 
honoured and distinguished names— 


names which, in the past, are well known 
‘in the history of this country. 
| predecessors were men 
leading part in 
country, and in 
this place and 
other 
members of the State. 
that these names will again appear in the 
list of those who take part in your Lord- 
\ships’ debates, and I think I may be 
allowed to say with what infinite pleasure 
we, on this side of the House, heard the 
very able and admirable speeches which 
they have made to-night. 
who moved the Address has had the advan- 
tage of sitting in another place, but the 
noble Lord who seconded the Address has 
not had that advantage; and I am sure 


Their 
who took a 
the affairs of the 
discussions both in 
elsewhere ; and in 
they were distinguished 
We all rejoice 


ways 


The noble Lord 


for the patient hearing you have given | your Lordships willthink that he has proved 
me, and I now beg to second the Address. | himself able to occupy the post of honour 





15 Address in Reply to 


to which he referred, and that he will | 
hereafter often contribute to our dis- 
cussions here. The two noble Lords 
have touched on many of the topics in the 
gracious Speech, and I fear I shall not be | 
able to emulate or surpass them, but that | 
I shall rather fall short of the excel- | 
lence with which they have spoken. The | 
first matter to which I have to refer is | 
one to which the two noble Lords in the | 
most happy manner referred—the first | 
paragraph of the gracious Speech, which 
deals with the historical and memorable 
journey of their Royal Highnesses the 
Prince and Princess of Wales throughout 
the Colonies. I believe that the work | 
which they did during that journey 
was one of enormous importance to | 
the Empire, tending to cement and | 
increase those bonds of patriotism | 
and loyalty, evidence of which has been | 
so signally displayed in the War in 
South Africa. The influence of that 
visit was increased, not only by the 
graciousness, by the dignity, and by the | 
earnestness of His Royal Highnessonevery 
occasion on which he spoke, but by the 
graciousness of the illustrious Princess— 
the Princess of Wales—who joined with 
him in the interesting though often fatigu- 
ing duties which they had to perform. 
With regard to the next paragraph, con- 
cerning relations with foreign Powers, 
there is only one thing I should like to 
say. We should have been glad to hear 
—and perhaps we shall be “enlightened | 
on the subject, if not to-night, on another | 
occasion—some account of what has been 
done in China. We all notice that the’ 
war in China and the gigantic difficulties | 
which met the Powers have come to an 
end, and I should be glad to hear that 
that has been done with complete satis- | 
faction to His Majesty’s Government, and 
in accordance with the best interests of | 
the Empire. I firmly believe that that is 
the case, but should be glad of some | 
assurance on the subject. 

Now I come to the absorbing topic of 
the war. I noticed the terms in which 
the King alluded to this subject, and I 
deeply regret that His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are not able at the present moment | 
to announce that the war is concluded, 
or that there is a near prospect of its con- 
clusion. The remark I venture to make 
upon that—and I feel bound to make it ; | 
it has been made frequently in other 
places—is that I notice the difference 
between what is said with regard to the | 

t 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 


Earl Speneer. 
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'in the street. 


| war has been reduced. 


"agreement. 


admiration of our soldiers. 
am speaking the unamimous voice of all 
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end of the war and what was said on a 
very memorable occasion—the last dis- 
solution of Parliament. It was said by 


the Ministers of the Crown that if the 


war was not actually over it was very 
nearly over. I think that was a disastrous 
statement to have made; it was a mis- 
| leading statement, and had a very great 
effect on the Election. I remember the 
argument about the knowledge of the 
“man in the street.” I think that a well-in- 
structed and well-conducted Government 
must know a great deal more than the man 
I wish to express my 
satisfaction at learning that his Majesty’s 
Government consider that the area of 
But I should 
like to ask for a little more information. 
The right hon. Gentleman, the Secretary 
of State for War, not long ago made a 
very interesting speech on this subject, 


| and he described how we were advancing 


in the two new Colonies, and said it was 
satisfactory that the lines of railway 
were no longer attacked, and that we 
now held a large area. It occurred to 
me at the time to inquire how much 
of the country was protected by the 
blockhouse system. I do not want to 
say anything by way of attack—I quite 
recognise the difficulties of the war—but 
it is important that we should know 


'what progress has been made, in order 


that full preparation should be made, 
and adequate action taken, to cope with 
the military difficulties which confront 
us. As far as I can make out, the pro- 
tected area amounted to rather less than 
a quarter of the whole area. If that 
is the case, I am afraid we may not 
expect any very rapid end of the war, 


'and we shall have to make exertions— 


the country will, no doubt, do so cheer- 


'fully—in order to overcome those diff- 


culties. Therefore I hope we shall have 
some more specific information. With 
the next paragraph I am in most cordial 
It does not matter that the 
war is what has been called a guerilla 
war. It is a war that tries the endurance 
and patience of the soldiers more, I 
imagine, if possible, than a war con- 
dueted on the principle of the great 
battles that we are so familiar with in 
history. I wish most cordially and 
earnestly to join in what was said by 
the noble lord, and what is said in His 
| Majesty’s gracious Speech, in praise and 
I believe I 
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those with whom I act, when I say 
that they admire the bravery, endurance, 
patience, and consummate humanity of 
our troops under the most trying cir- 
cumstances. 

I notice that in His Majesty’s Speech, 
there is a complete omission of any 
reference to the methods by which the 
war may be satisfactorly and honourably 
ended. That raises a point of great 
importance. We have often heard the 
expression “unconditional surrender.” 
In our opinion, unconditional surrender 
is not the proper policy, but I want to 
know whether it is the policy of the 


Government. On some occasions lan- | 
guage has been used which might point | 


to certain terms having been stated as 
possible, though they were not presented 
to the Boers. I believe that the policy 
of unconditional surrender is absolutely 
wrong. Why? One of the greatest 
difficulties we have to face is the settle- 


ment of the country, and if we persist | 


in the demand for unconditional surrender, 


we shall impede the attainment of a 


satisfactory settlement and a durable 
peace. Let me explain why. 
know any case of a war where some 
terms have not been given. 
the terms are much more likely to be 
kept, and the two races are more likely 
to live together in friendship, if you 
make terms with the Boers by agree- 
ment, than if you make them a free 
gift as conquerors. 
in order to avoid any misunderstanding, 
say what, in my opinion, ought to be 
the general terms. I am against suing 
for peace. I believe that is impos- 
sible. I believe that, either in public 
despatches or in some way or another, 


information should be given, not as to | 


the exact, but as to the general terms, 
on which peace should be discussed. 
I admit that independence is impossible. 
We on this side of the House, as well as 
his Majesty’s Government, have declared, 


and I do declare again, that the granting | 


of independence to the Boers after the 
terrible sacrifices that the country has 
made is impossible. But there are other | 
points. I do not know that whenever | 
terms have been discussed there has been 
any very serious difference as to what the | 
future government of the country shall | 
be. I do not for a moment say that | 
constitutional self-government, such as is 
enjoyed by Australia and Canada, should | 
be granted at once. The country must | 


‘ 
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I hardly | 


I believe | 


Let me for a moment, | 
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be settled. There must be an interval 
before such arrangements can be carried 
out. Then I come to the matter of 
amnesty. It would be impossible for 
the people to live side by side with 
‘the Boers unless a very liberal am- 
nesty was conceded. I would venture 
| a 

|to cite the words used by Abraham 
| Lincoln, in connexion with the great civil 
war, as to the duty of the victors to the 
vanquished—because the situation in 
South Africa is very much like that in 
America at the end of the struggle 
between North and South :— 


‘‘With malice towards none, with charity 
towards all, with firm determination in the 
right as God gives us to see the right, let us 
' strive on in the work we are now in—to bind 
up the open wound, to care for the man who 
| has borne the battle, and for his widow and 
orphans, and to do everything that may 
/achieve and cherish a just and lasting peace 
between ourselves and all nations.” 


Those are noble sentiments, and they 
embody the principles on which we 
should approach the final settlement of 
this question. There is one thing in 
addition I should like to call attention to 
in regard to the war, and that is the 
want of information as to what is going on 
in South Africa. I do not say it would be 
possible for the Government, orany Govern- 
ment, to allow indiscriminate newspaper 
correspondence. I believe that to be most 
mischievous, and that a certain censor- 
ship of the Press is indispensable ; but I 
cannot help thinking that His Majesty’s 
Government—and I use those words 
because I imagine they are responsible— 
might with great advantage have allowed 
more information to be given to the 
public, and have supplfed more themselves. 

I will take two instances connected 
with the war, of a_ political char- 
‘acter. We know from the newspapers 
that two very serious things have been 
done in Cape Colony. The Cape Con- 
| stitution has been suspended, and martial 
law has been proclaimed. I, for one, say 
at once that I can quite understand that 
both of these things may be necessary ; 
but we have the right to ask when law 
is suspended—-or I will put it in another 
way, and say that, if the law is broken, 


| 


‘even in the interests of the public, 


we should know why this precaution 
is taken, and also when this state of 
things will be put an end to. As far as 


I understand it, the law says that once a 


year the Parliament of the Cape Colony 
shall be called together. The Parliament 
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of the Cape Colony has not been called 
together for more than a year. Now it 
is most desirable that the Governor of 
a self-governing colony should act accord- 
ing to the advice of his responsible 
Ministers, but the case is altered when 
it comes to an actual infringement of the 


law. It may be argued that the action | 


was necessary, but we ought to know 
whether the Colonial Government did 
this with the support of His Majesty’s 
Ministers ; and I would go further and 
ask whether His Majesty’s Government 
intend to bring in a Bill to legalize 
; aby 
the action that has been taken. With 
regard to the second instance, I do 
not argue that it was wrong to establish 
martial law; but I think I am right 
in saying that it has been accepted on the 
most distinguished authority that martial 
law is practically no law. Martial law is 
stated by Lord Hale— 

“To be in truth no law, but sometimes 
rather indulged than allowed as a law, and it 
can only be tolerated, because hy reason of 
open rebellion, the enforcing of any other law 
has become impossible. It cannot be said in 
strictness to supersede the ordinary tribunals, 
inasmuch as it only exists by reason of those 
tribunals having been practically superseded.” 


That is a weighty opinion. I would 
call attention to a remarkable declaration 
by Lord Carnarvon in a despatch which 
he wrote after the Jamaica rebellion in 
1867 :— 


“You will see that under regulation 3, it is 
provided that Courts-martial shall consist of 
at least three members. I think it right to 
observe on this particular rule, that whenever 
capital punishment is awarded so small a 
number as three officers is most undesirable. 
... Nothing short of an unavoidable necessity 
would justify the infliction of capital punish- 
ment on the authority of only three officers.” 

In the present war has that injunction 
been set aside or has it been carried out ? 
From information which has reached us, 
I understand there have been a great 
many cases where the Court-martial has 
only consisted of three persons, although 
capital cases have been tried. In 1900 
an Act was passed by the Cape Parliament 
to create a new tribunal to try treason 
prisoners without a jury. That Act was 
only in force for a year, but why was not 
that precedent continued ? And with re- 
gard to this particular point, I would refer 
to the important language which was used 
in a speech made in 1851, by the greatest 
general we had in the last century, the 
Duke of Wellington, with reference to 


Earl Spencer. 


{LORDS} 


| proceedings in Ceylon. The Duke said :— 
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“ He had in another country carried on mar- 
tial law—that was to say, that he had governed 
a large proportion of the population cf a 
country by his own will. But then what did 
he do? He declared that the country should 
be governed according to its own natural laws, 
and he carried into execution that will. He 
governed the country strictly by the laws of 
the country, and he governed it with such 
moderation, he must say, that political ser- 
vants, and Judges, who at first had fled on 
being expelled, afterwards consented to act 
under his direction. The Judges sat in the 
Court of law, conducting their judicial business 
and administering the law under his direction.” 


That is a remarkable declaration com- 
ing from an illustrious person, and it 
encourages: me to press forward the 
question as to why during recent  pro- 
ceedings, those who appointed Courts- 
martial did not use civilians or lawyers 
on those tribunals. 

I now turn to other topics. I endorse 
every word that was said by the noble 
Karl who seconded the Address with 
regard to the Nicaraguan inter-oceanic 
canal scheme. Your Lordships will all 
agree as to the great importance of the 
treaty. No doubt it has materially 
affected a treaty of very old standing, 
the Clayton-Bulwer Treaty ; at the same 
time a treaty made so long ago could 
not face the changed circumstances of 
the present day ; and, as we obtain, as 
I understand it, all the advantages we 
require in connection with this important 
inter-oceanic communication, we must re- 
joice that His Majesty’s Government 
have had the courage to carry through 
this treaty, and I congratulate them 
upon it. 

That part of the Speech from the 
Throne which is addressed to both 
Houses of Parliament, touches upon the 
different measures which the Government 
intend to bring forward. ‘The first 
question is one which, I presume, will 
be introduced by the noble duke, the 
Lord President of the Council. [ agree 
with what has been said as to the 
enormous importance of a large and 
adequate educational measure, to the 
whole interests of the country. We can- 
not stand still at the present moment, in 
face of the competition we have with 
our own colonies and with foreign nations, 
and in face of the enormous advance in 
their system of education. It is, there- 
fore, of the greatest importance that a 
wide, adequate, and sufficient measure of 
national education should be brought 
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forward. But there is a curious phrase | 
in this part of the Speech : — | 

“Proposals for the co-ordination and im- | 
provement of primary and secondary education 
will be laid before you.” 

What is the meaning of “the co-ordin- 
ation and improvement of primary and 
secondary education”? It may be a 
system in which we all agree; but if it 
means an enormous change, for instance, 
in the management of primary education, 
then I think it will be difficult for the 
Government, even with their large 
majority, to carry it through the other 
House. We should look with grave sus- 
picion and considerable animosity on any 
measure, if we thought that it would 
upset the main lines of the settlement 
arrived at by the Acts of 1870. We 
shall endeavour to secure that the 
management of education of all sorts is 
satisfactory and completely under popular 
control. We shall not be favourable to 
any measure to build up and strengthen 
mere denominatioeal management ; and 
we should vigorously oppose any proposal 
in our large towns to overthrow and des- 
troy the School Boards which have done 
so much good to the country. 

There are topics of considerable interest 
and valne in other portions of the Speech 
from the Throne. There is the question of 
land purchase in Ireland. That will 
be a question of immense interest, par- 
ticularly to myself, as I have had, during 
a long career in Ireland, great experience 
of the working and even of the framing 
of measures for the management and sale 
of land. But in the Speech from the 
Throne there is no reference to the con- 
dition of Ireland. I am afraid that the 
condition of Ireland has not improved 
within the last year. We hear that a 
considerable number of Members, repre- 
senting constituencies in Ireland, have 
been tried and convicted, and some of 
them are in prison. This is an indication 
that the condition of Ireland is anything 
but satisfactory ; and I should like to 
hear what the Government have to say 
on that subject. 

There is also a reference to the question 
of improving the law of valuation. I see 
the noble Lord, the chairman of an im- 
portant Commission (Lord Balfour) in 
his place, and this measure may spring 
from his Commission, and if it does will 
open out a gigantic question. I should be 
glad if it did, because there are recommen- 
dations made by that Commission which | 
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I should gladly see carried, and which 
will effect an enormous reform, and will 
relieve the great pressure, not only in 
counties but in towns, and will be of the 
greatest possible value. But the phrase 
in the Speech is so vague that we hardly 
know how far that measure will go. 
With regard to temperance, we have had 
considerable difficulty with that question 
in this House in recent years, and the 
Government have not certainly persisted 
with measures for improving the temper- 
ance of the country, or in helping to 
carry out the almost unanimous Reports 
of the great Commission which they 
appointed on this subject. I hope that 
the Prime Minister will be able to give 
some explanation of the points which 
I consider of great importance. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of SALIs- 
BURY): My Lords, my first duty is to 
thank my two noble friends behind me 
for the very admirable and remarkable 
speeches which they have contributed 
to our deliberations this evening. The 
noble lord who moved the Address bears 
a name which is dear to us on this side 
of the House. I think it was Lord 
Rosebery who noticed once in this House 
that there were three members of the 
house of Harrowby who had occupied a 
seat in the Cabinet. They are no doubt 
a very distinguished family which my 
noble friend represents, and from what 
we have heard to-night there are grounds 
for believing that he will adequately 
bear out the traditions of his family. 
Of my noble friend Lord Lytton let me 
say that I have a recollection of having 
heard in the House of Commons from his 
grandfather some of the most brilliant 
speeches I have ever heard; and there 
could be no greater tribute to what I 
may call the deterrent power of this 
House than the fact that the first Lord 
Lytton could never be induced to open 
his mouth here. The second Lord Lytton, 
whose friendship I enjoyed for many 
years, was a man of very great ability,. 
and in this House he delivered some 
speeches of great value. But it is more 
the power he exercised over the native 
and English subjects of the Queen in 
India that has consecrated for him in 
the memory of that country a very 
unique position ; and I feel in welcoming 
here an inheritor of his name and _ his 
talents, who appears to be well worthy 
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of the inheritance that has fallen to him, 
that we are marking one step in the 


forward progress of those sec aaa 


qualities by which this House has been 
for so many generations distinguished. 

I cannot part from the more personal | 
aspect of that with which I have to deal | 
without expressing the deepest regret felt | 
on every bench in the House that Lord | 
Kimberley’s health does not allow him 
to resume his duties at present. We 
earnestly join the noble earl in hoping that 
the disability may be of short continuance. | 
There is no man whose active work in 
this House I have seen who has left such | 
a general impression of calmness and im- 
partiality as Lord Kimberley did during 
the long time when he filled a prominent 
position in this House. I earnestly hope 
that his absence will not be prolonged, | 
but at the same time I am bound to 
say that the substitute he has left behind 
is one who is extremely sympathetic to 
all who sit on this side. I do not know 
that it is necessary for me to follow the 
noble Earl’s speech step by step. The 
difficulty I have had is that there are so 
many points with which I agree that I 
cannot always be certain of picking out 
those with respect to which I differ. 
But I was very glad to hear the testi- 
mony that he bore to the feelings which 
have been elicited by the voyage of the 
Prince and Princess of Waies, and how 
much we, who are deeply interested in 
the maintenance of the Empire} owe to 
the exertions of his Royal Highness, and 
to the influence which the Princess has 
had on all who came into contact with 
her. As I have said, I agree with the 
noble Earl too much to be able to meet 
him with the clash of swords which is 
decorous on these occasions. For two | 
years I have been very severely censured 
for having said that we never could 
admit that the Boers should retain a 
shred of independence. I adhere entirely 
to the language I used, though I am 
afraid it did not entirely please Sir 
Henry Campbell-Bannerman. But I 
was glad to hear the noble Earl, without 
unnecessary adornments of phrase, state 
that the independence of the Boers was 
impossible. With that I concur. 

The noble Lord then spoke of future 
arrangements. He spoke of them as 
being in harmony with the general 
practice of our colonial Empire—the 
liberal and successful practice—but he 
was very careful to avoid pledging him- 


The Marquess of Salisbury. 
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self as to the matter of time; and he is 
wise enough to know that it does not 
depend entirely upon us, how much time 
there should be between our final victery 
and the constitution of the new state of 
affairs. Again I am very much pleased 
to shelter myself under the broad defence 
of the noble Lord’s wisdom and reputation, 
because I have also been blamed for say- 
ing that it was utterly uncertain when it 
would be possible for us to return to the 
normal relations which have been so long 
established between our colonies and the 
Mother-country. These things must be 
left to work themselves out, as the 
current of events shall determine. [ 
do not think that it is possible for us 
to deal with these matters, except in a 
purely hypothetical spirit. There is 
nothing that is more difficult, and 
nothing that is less profitable, than to 
try and determine beforehand what 
course you will take in the event of 


contingencies, whose arrival, whose bent, 


and whose general character, it is impos- 
sible for you to foresee. And that is my 
answer to many questions of the noble 
Earl’s, which really resolve themselves 
into this—What would you do on this 
occasion or that? I reply that we, or 
whoever is in our position, will do 
whatever the circumstances, under our 
eyes, may dictate to us. It is impossible 
for us to foresee this circumstance, or to 
foretell what course it will be necessary 
to take in that circumstance. The noble 
Earl spoke of terms. His view of the 
natural order of things appeared to be 
this. That when one nation has, 
absolutely without any international 
provocation whatever, invaded the terri- 
tory of another nation, it is then the 
duty of that other nation, after it has 
defeated the first, to go and ask on what 
terms they will consent to be forgiven. 
It is impossible for us to ask them on 
what terms they will be forgiven. 


*EarL SPENCER: I particularly said so. 


THE MARQUESS OF SALISBURY.— 
Yes, but the noble Earl contradicted it 
afterwards. It is easy to lay down a 
wise generality and then to strip it of 
all its application. We cannot tell what 
the contingencies may be, and therefore 
we are unable to answer the questions 
of the noble Earl. But I entirely repudi- 
ate the idea that it is our business, 
having been gratuitously and unreason- 
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ably attacked, to come forward and say 
on what terms we will forgive our 
assailants, when our assailants have not 
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| Whether it is entirely expedient to discuss 


even got so far as this—as to wish to | 


be forgiven. When they do, it will be 
quite time for those who have the 


disposal of events to say on what terms | 


peace will be accorded; but it is not 
our business to come forward to people 


who, in every word they utter, repudi- | 


ate the very notion that they should 
sue for peace; nor is it our business to 
make promises in order to induce them 
to depart from the line which they have 
drawn for themselves, or to throw out 
future amnesties, Constitutions, and the 
rest, as so many baits to persuade them 
to abate that vigorous attitude with 
which they have broken the peace, 
despised the rights of this country, and 
covered the dominions of the King with 
misery and desolation. If they wish 
for peace, let them come and tell us so ; 
and until they do so, I think we had 
better say as little about it as possible. 
The noble Earl then passed to other 
controversies, the first of which, perhaps, 
was the question how many special 
correspondents you are bound to allow 
at the front; and, if you have special 
correspondents, I suppose you will have 
to settle the terms on which they are 
appointed. I should like a list of the 
qualifications which the noble Earl thinks 
necessary for the special correspondents 
who are to be imposed upon the Generals 


it in detail before this House. In the 
first place, we have several distinguished 
lawyers, like the noble and learned Lord 
on the Woolsack, who would feel them- 
selves bound not to give an opinion in a 
legislative capacity if they may be called 
upon to give an opinion in a judicial 
capacity. Ido not think we can discuss 
the matter with advantage if we enter 
upon it now before this litigious question 
has been disposed of. But if I can express 
my own opinion, which is of little value, 
but which for the sake of candour 
I should like to express, it is that if 
the local Government or the military 


authorities, in the middle of a long 


and anxious war, are not able to use the 


| authority of martial law, I think it is 


high time that Parliament gave them 
that authority. Itis perfectly impossible 
that the military authorities should 
conduct their difticult operations with 
any prospect of sucess if their hands are 
tied behind them by litigious difficulties 
which a thorough knowledge of the 
Statute-book might enable their critics 
to place in their way. If martial law 
does not exist, it ought to be established. 
I will give you only one reason for 


_adopting it—a reason which has been 


brought home to us very clearly. 


How 


'are you to conduct, for instance, such a 


working at the front, and to whom, no | 


doubt, they will communicate, for such 


discussion as they choose, all the plans | 


which they have in view. There are 
many new things in these days; but 
this is the newest method of conducting 
warfare that I have ever heard of. I 
shall not be surprised to hear next that 
the noble Earl has proposed to conduct 
war by contract, and to derive much of 
the expenses of it by the circulation of 
news supplied by special correspondents. 

Of a number of points on which the 
noble Earl touched, that which he spoke 
on with the greatest insistence was the 
question of martial law. 


One difficulty | 


which I have in dealing with that matter | 


is that I am informed through the 
usual channels of information 
noble Lord intends to challenge in the 
Courts the application of martial law—I 
refer to Lord Hobhouse—and as long as 
this question may be a matter of discus- 





that a/ 


war as we have been conducting, if you 
have not the legal power to stop those 
treacherous members of the community 
who are introducing ammunition for the 
support of the enemy? That has been 
a real and practical question ; and unless 
you allow the exercise of an authority 
somewhat in excess of that given by the 
common law you cannot prevent. that 
secret assistance of our enemies, which 
only prolongs the war, and increases the 
bloodshed and misery. It is absolutely 
necessary that our Generals should have 
the power to supersede the ordinary 
powers that they possess under the 
civil law in order to ensure, not only 
that the enemy in the field, but also that 
the silent enemy behind hin, is not using 
his liberty to impede the progress of the 
Generals and to diminish the chance of an 
early arrest of the war. 

This question of martial law goes to 
the root of the matter. If you will not 
grant martial law in the countries where 
war is raging, you had better give up 
the idea of waging war altogether. 


sion before tribunals I have some doubts But I admit that it is a matter which 
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requires to be watched with the utmost | 
care. There ought to be a thorough 
review at the hands of competent 
authorities of all great acts of martial 
law. I do not say that they ought 
to be judged under the common law ; 
but they must be judged by common 
sense—by that great referee which 
in these international struggles must 
obviously be dominant. But you must 
be content that your ordinary doctrines 
shall not be always regarded. The 
noble Earl said something about acts 
of indemnity. I agree that that is 
a matter on which the Parliament of 
this country will have to be satisfied 
that the law has only been set aside on 
grounds of real necessity. I do not say 
while the war is going on. But in dis- 
posing of the matter Parliament must 
determine on those indemnities which 
are necessary in order to clear the 
position, not only of the soldier, not only 
of those who act under the direct warrant 
of His Majesty, but also of the author- 
ities and instruments of the Cape Govern- 
ment, who are themselves very largly 
implicated in all the irregular proceedings 
to which the war may make it necessary 
to resort. But I do not in the least 
discourage the noble Earl from bringing 
it on, or the idea of the necessity for the 
two Houses of Parliament to watch with 
the most careful jealousy the exercise of 
powers which, no doubt, if unrestrained, 
might be very dangerous to the liberty 
of the subject. I do not know that I 
have anything else to say in respect of 
the nolte Larl’s speech. 


* Earn SPENCER.—The Cape Con- 
stitution. 


Tue MarqurEss oF SALISBURY.—I 
put that under martial law, It is the 
same thing. [EARL SPENCER indicated 
dissent.] No doubt the superseding of a 
Constitution is not the ordinary business 
of a Governor here or there ; and it is 
only under the greatest exigencies that 
such a thing could be done. But the 
power of doing it must necessarily lie 
somewhere, with the duty of giving after- 
wards the reason why it was done, and of 
coming to the supreme Parliament of 
Great Britain for the indemnity which 
must follow. Al! that I wish to say is, 
consider the position youare in. If your 


desire is only to make a good case against 
His Majesty’s Government, I should not 
The Marquess of Salisbury. 
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wish to impede that very harmless and 
estimable pursuit. I would rather say 
that if we could induce noble Lords to 
satisfy themselves with belabouring His 
Majesty’s Government, and not to say or 
do things which interfere with the pro- 
gress of the war, I should think that I 
had made a very satisfactory bargain. 
But what I wish clearly to press upon 
the noble Lord is that we are not dealing 
merely with the question whether a good 
case can be made out against His 
Majesty’s Government. I quite agree 
that if there is a case against His 
Majesty’s Government it should be 
made ; but the noble Lord must remem- 
ber that the constitutional fiction is that 
you cannot include in your condemnation 
only His Majesty’s Government, you 
must include also the great military and 
civil officers on whom the strength of our 
Empire out there wholly depends. They 
also are responsible, and you must deal 
with them. You must not allow your- 
selves to imagine for a moment that you 
can belabour His Majesty's Government 
and can spare the great authorities to 
whom the execution of these powers is 
entrusted. And therefore I would plead 
for very considerable care in the appor- 
tionment of your praise or blame to 
those great officers. If it were possible 
by any ingenious contrivance that you 
could store up a kind of compensating 
vituperation for his Majesty’s Govern- 
ment in regard to each matter in respect 
to which you were more generous to the 
great officers of State, again I say that 
would be, from our point of view, a 
very happy determination. But again I 
say this cannot be done, at least I fear it 
cannot be done, Tierefore I ask noble 
Lords to consider that very serious 
national and Imperial interests are now 
dependant on the course which Parliament 
in its two Houses may take. Let us 
consider two things, merely as theories, 
merely as hypotheses. Supposing you 
were induced by any agitation at home, 
or by any of those strange disturbances 
which occur in the working of the con- 
stitutional machine, to allow this war on 
which you have entered to terminate in a 
manner not very honourable to your 
arms, or at all events not corresponding 
to the language with which you entered 
into it, do you imagine that you would 
not feel that result in every quarter of the 
globe? Do you think people would look 
on your allowing this wretched little 
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population to beat you down—do you 
think that in other parts of the world, 
and there is hardly a part of the world 


where your flag does not fly, malcontent 


minorities would not also take advantage 
of every chance in order to exact from 
you the kind of semi-submission which 
you are exhorted te pay to the Boers and 
rebels who are in arms against you ? 


That would be one fatal result; there’ 


would'be worse. Still supposing—suppose 


you were induced to concede some of | 


those arrangements whieh are concealed 
under the denunciation of unconditional 


surrender, suppose you were to allow to | 


be fixed in a corner of your dominions a 
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| you, my Lords—attack, condemn, vitupe- 
rate His Majesty’s Government as much 
as you wiil, but for Heaven’s sake do not 
allow your eagerness in pursuit of this 
laudable aim, do not allow your eagerness 
to maintain and improve your party 
position, to make you forget that we are 
dealing at this moment with an issue 
which shall determine whether you are 
victors in this South African conflict or 
not, and whether you have for many 
years to come to bear all the dangers, all 
the embarrassments, all the difticulties 
which are imposed upon you by any 
failure, however slight, in the task which 
before all the world you have undertaken. 


| 


people with the power of making arrange- | 


ments with foreign nations, a people with 
the power of accumulating arms and of 
raising again the authorities which we 
have with difficulty cast down. Suppose 
that this province, though it may be 
called a suzerain province, though every 
kind of verbal subtlety may be brought 
into practice, as was brought into practice 
in 1884 to conceal the reality of the 
submission, suppose all these things were 
done, would you have gained? Fora 
long time forward you would there have 
a population hating you, and, according 
to human nature, after what has passed, 
with every cause to hate you. You would 
have an invitation to foreign Powers to 
undertake intrigues which might be rich 
with territorial aggrandisement to them, 
and this people would have an opportunity 
of wresting from you the independence 
which you deny them now, and which 
you could only at the cost of great 
exertion take away. 


My Lords, these things may come if you | 
allow the pressure of certain interested or | 
certain fanatical elements in this country | 


to drive you from that which is your 


clear duty—to make the King supreme | 
If you | 
shrink from that, if you try to remember | 


in these two colonies of Africa. 


any old-world traditions or imaginary 


duties, if you do not bear in mind that | 


in these colonies you must have the 


supreme power of keeping foreigners at | 


a distanee, and of preventing the ac- 
cumulation of magazines under which we 
have so terribly suifered, if you do not 
do that, you will be merely preparing 
for yourself at a very short distance of 
time a renewal of this struggle with all 


its sorrows, with all its losses, and it may | 
be under circumstances less favourable | 


than you enjoy at present. I entreat 


THE Eart or ROSEBERY: My 
Lords, I hope you will excuse me if, 
before this debate closes, I offer a few 
remarks, | hope in a less polemical and 
controversial spirit than usual. It is, 
perhaps, hardly fitting that in this House, 
on which the noble Marquess has uttered 
so glowing a eulogy, the debate or. the 
Address to the Crown should terminate 
simply with the speeches of the mover 
and seconder and of the two leaders in 
this House. It is, I acknowledge, no 
part of my business to enter into the 
personal questions which have been so 
ably dealt with by the two noble Lords. 
3ut_ I should be wanting to myself if I 
did not say I share the regret which they 
have so well expressed for the unavoid- 
able absence of—I was going to say our 
noble friend—Lord Kimberley, who has 
attracted in so singular a degree the 
confidence and affection of this House. 
I welcome my noble friend’s action on his 
behalf, and I only hope on behalf of my 
noble friend that he may equal the 
esteem with which this House rewarded 
| Lord Kimberley, for I am quite sure he 
“annot surpass it. And, again, let me go 
beyond my measure in congratulating 
the mover and the seconder of the 
Address. I hope the mover, whose 
name represents so long an_ historical 
tradition of political eminence, will 
forgive me if I dwell more on the speech 
of the seconder, for it is my deliberate 
judgment, having heard too many movers 
and seconders in this House, though not 
[ confess, all since | have been a member 
of it, that his speech stands out as by far 
| the best that has ever been delivered in 
my hearing on such an occasion. The 
noble Marquess on a remarkable occasion 
| last year spoke of the extreme difficulty 
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—I do not know why—of procuring 
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) 
| 
| 


junior members for his Government. I | 
think the mover and seconder to-night | 


will remove part of that 
and his embarrassment will rather be 


difficulty, | 


one of riches than of poverty in the | 


future. 

I said I hoped not to address you in a 
polemicai spirit to-night, or very slightly 
so; and that is partly due to the speech of 
the noble Marquess, who, I think, grace- 
fully evaded the points which were 
laboured by my noble friend behind me, 
and set up a bolster or dummy of his 
own, which he pummelled with most re- 
freshing vigour. But it is also due to 
the character of the Speech from the 
Throne, of which, if it is not disrespectful 
to say it, one may remark that a more 
jejune speech was never placed on the 
lips of any Monarch. That occurred to 


| 


me on reading it, and it occurred to me | 


also on hearing the speeches which re- 
ferred to it. The noble Lords have had 
to soar far beyond the limits of the 
Speech in order to find topics on which 
they could dilate, As regards the 
domestic part of the Speech, it can be 
dismissed in a very few words. We see 
it can be dismissed in a very few words 
if only for the reason that the First Lord 
of the Treasury in a recent speech told us 
that, after the House of Commons had 
dealt with finance and with procedure, 


there would be very little time left for | 
And, there- | 
‘hope it will not be disrespectful to say 
‘that I do not found 


any considerable measures. 
fore, when I read the ingenious para- 
graph which ends the King’s Speech, and 
which refers to measures as to the 
existence of which I am sceptical, but as 
to the production of which I am wholly 


an unbeliever, I confess I feel a sense of | 


vacuity, which, I think, has not been 
absent from the other noble Lords who 
have discussed the subject. I observe, 
by-the-by, that an old friend on which 


we, in this House, spent so much time | 


last year, and on which, I believe, some- 
what less time was taken in preparation 
—I mean the Bill with regard to the 
King’s declaration—does not appear in 
any form. 


THE MARQUESS OF 
Lord Llandaff. 


Tue Eart or ROSEBERY: I do not 
know what that mystic allusion portends. 
I remember that we were cheered towards 
the end of last Session by an interruption 

The Earl + Rosebery, 


SALISBURY : | 
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of the noble Marquess which gave such 
hope to the supporters of the Bill that 
an eloquent Bishop delivered an en- 
thusiastic speech founded on that inter- 
ruption alone. It is with an approach to 
disappointment, if anything can dis- 
appoint a politician after many years of 
public life, that I feel convinced that we 
shall not see our old and controversial 
friend once more. As to the Education 
Bill, the mover of the Address, I believe, 
expressed a hope that it would be dis- 
cussed in an uncontroversial spirit. If 
so, it is unlike any other Education Bill 
of which we have any record, and 
singularly unlike previous Bills on this 
subject produced by His Majesty’s 
Government. But the Bill rests on the 
laps of the gods, which may be taken for 
the present purpose to be the lap of the 
Lord President of the Council. As to 
the Bill for amending the law relating to 
the sale of intoxicating liquors, I look to 
the Bishop of Winchester, and I cannot 
help wondering if any wild hope of 
temperance reforms really fills his bosom 
after his experience of last vear. In the 
Episcopal bosom a more sanguine spirit 
may lurk than that which inspires mere 
secular individuals. He must, indeed, 
have it in an abundant measure if he has 
any hope now after his experience of 
last year. 

My Lords, I do not think we need 
dilate at any length on the domestic 
promises of the Government, though I 


any extravagant 
hopes on them. No, the questions which 
occupy our minds are, in their essence, 
external. There is, of course, the war. 
My noble friend behind me expressed 
disappointment that there was no 
intimation in the Speech from the 
Throne as to the date at which 
the war might reasonably be expected 
to terminate. I do not share that 
disappointment. I am, indeed, a little 
surprised that he expressed it. He 
should have known that the war was 
officially over sixteen months ago, and, 
as to the duration of the unofficial war- 
fare which still rages in South Africa, 
I am quite sure, after a uniform failure 
of every prediction which the Govern- 
ment has hazarded with respect to those 
operations, that he cannot very much 
wish that the Prime Minister should add 
to their number. The Prime Minister, 
however, passing by the laborious argu- 
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ments of my noble friend with regard to 
martial law, which he dismissed, | think, 
as a matter before the Courts, dealt with 
a bogey, if I may so express myself, 
which he set up for the purpose of dis- 
playing. his oratorical vigour. It con- 
sisted in saying that if in any Government 
there was a tendency found to give 
the States now annexed to the Crown 
the power of treaty-making, of import- 
ing arms, and of entertaining foreign 
relations with other countries, that 
Government would deserve all that his 
peroration awarded to it. That was an 
otiose remark. Ido not think that any 


Government in this country is in the | 
least likely to repeat the magnanimity, | 


or the mistake, whichever you like to 
call it, which was committed in 188] ; 
and, therefore, I confess I should have 


been glad if the noble Marquess had kept | 
more strictly to the point, and had | 


given us definite and Ministerial assur- 
ances on the question which my noble 
friend put to him, instead of soaring into 
these oratorical platitudes. 

As to martial law, there are two 
points to be raised. 
certainly was not raised by my noble 


friend was why it was not declared | 


before. I quite agree with the Prime 
Minister that it is a necessary operation 
of war. I entirely snpport the declara- 
tion of martial law ; but, if my informa- 
tion is correct with regard to martial 


law, you shut the stable door after the | 


horses were stolen or imported into the 


enemy’s country, and it was not until | 


the enemy had been deriving for nearly 
two years supplies, owing to the absence 
of martial law, that His Majesty’s 
Government thought fit to declare it. 


That is a point on which we should | 


like some information. The other point 
is with regard to its administration. I 


quite admit that in one sense martial | 
law is no law at all; and I was pleased 


at my noble friend, who said he was 
not at all conversant with law, but was 


able to quote with so much fluency and | 


readiness from Lord Hale. But it does 
deserve a little consideration as to who 
should administer it. 


not give chapter and verse for them—of 
the harsh and unfeeling administration 
of martial law by some of the subaltern 
officers to whom it has been entrusted ; 
and I hope that in this, as in so many 


other cases with regard to the South | 
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One of them which | 


I hear stories— | 
I do not quote them, because I could | 
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African War, we shall recollect that we 
are dealing not altogether with an 
enemy's country, but with a country 
which is to remain for ever part of the 
dominions of the British Crown. 

I have heard of one case which I can 
quote, but it is a triviality. One of my 
friends—who does not sit on that side 
of the House, but who is charged with 
unduly supporting the policy of the 
Government — delivered a speech in 
which he made some very slight criticisms 
of His Majesty’s Administration, and he 
received it back from his correspondent 
with a passage scratched out and the 
signature of the subaltern officer who had 
scratched it out in the margin. I quite 
‘admit that it is injudicious that rash 
| statements, which might be likely to en- 
| courage the Boers, should be allowed to 
reach them, but I do not think that 
innocent criticisms of this kind should be 
‘liable to excision at the hands of a sub- 
altern officer in South Africa. That is 
nearly all I have to say on the question 
of the war. We cannot tell whether it is 
being prosecuted efficiently, but we be- 
lieve that it is We have faith in the 
| generals, in the officers, and in the soldiers 
whom you employ ; and therefore I do 
not think it is necessary, in a debate of 
| this kind, to enter at any length into the 
questions relating to the war. There 
| is, however, one other important question 
| relating to the war, as to which I should 
like to ask a question of the Government. 
I said the other day ina long speech which 
I had the misfortune to make that I was 
in favour of a passive policy of peace— 
that is, of receiving overtures when they 
should be made, even if they were made 
by the exiled Boer Government in 
Europe. Zhe Times, I think it was, com- 
menting on that said that no such over- 
tures had been received. Some time 
has elapsed since then. I do not know 
whether The Times information is correct 
or not, but I should like to know whether 
there have been any overtures. 





THE Marquess oF SALISBURY: 


No. 
Tue Eart or ROSEBERY: Ah! as 


usual, the newspapers are misinformed on 
matters of this kind. I see that the 
Dutch Prime Minister was over here 
recently. I do not suppose he came over 
to see the old masters. He remained 
two or three days in this country, and we 


B 
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were specially and officially told that he { Colonial Secretary told us, as an example 


saw no Cabinet Minister and was over 
here only on private business. I suppose} 
that is just the sort of announcement: 
which makes one believe that he came 
here with business in his eye. 


_ they had been able to deal. 


or instance of the imbecility of the late 
Government in foreign affairs, that the 
present Government succeeded to no less 
than six unsettled questions with which 
I can only 


' tell the Colonial Secretary that if the 


THe MarQueEss SALISBURY : 


No. 


OF 


| 


THe Ear, or ROSEBERY: I accept 
the denial of the noble Marquess. 
SALISBURY : 


THE MarQUESS OF 


As far as I know. 

THe Eart or ROSEBERY 
But there are other external questions 
which interest us. The Colonial Secre- 
tary the other day made a speech in which 
he boasted at some length of the diplo- 
matic achievements of the Government. 
I did not know that the Government were 
very proud of their diplomatic achieve- 
ments. I think we have always been ac- 
customed to pass them su) silentio in the 
House from a tactful feeling that such 
was the case, but when Mr. Chamber- 
lain trails his diplomatic coat and invites 
anybody to tread on it, it is going 
almost beyond human nature to suppose 
that we shall pass over entirely in silence 
the remarks he has made. He contrasted, 
I think very favourably, the diplomacy 


| said 16 or even 


The | 


noble Marquess evidently did not see him. | 





of the Government with that of the late | 
Government, and he said that the late | 
Government lived under a very strange | 


delusion if they thought that they were 
universally beloved in Europe. 
assure you my lords that the late Govern- 
ment cherished no delusion of the kind. 
When a British Government is univer- 


sally beloved in Europe the period of the | 


miilennium will be on us. I cherish no 
illusion of the kind. But the late Govern- 
ment were not universally detested. 
That is the difference between the posi- 
tion in which we find the country now 
and the position as we left it. I 
challenge the Government to mention 
any country in Europe where, rightly or 
wrongly, the British name is not held in 
hostility compared with which all previous 





records pale into insignificance. Now, 
I say that that is a very dangerous state 
of things. It is a matter which I regret 


has not been touched on earlier this 
evening. It is one 
from our discussion. 


separate 


The Earl of Rosebery. 


I can | 


present Government only succeeded to 


| six unsettled questions they were much 


more fortunate than any Government of 
which I have any cognizance. If he had 
60 I should not have 
been greatly surprised. This does not 
cast any reflection on the Ministers going 
out, for the simple reason that the settle- 
ment of foreign questions requires the 
assent of two parties, and no foreign 
Minister, however eminent or capable he 
is, can secure the assent of those parties 
without exceptional skill and opportunity. 
What were these questions? I do not 


pretend to enumerate them all from 
memory. There was Venezuela. The 
Venezuelan question arose out of a 
matter which was very nearly a 


century old, and therefore if the late 
Government transmitted it to the 
present Government it is not an 
alarming example of laxity on their part. 
[ rejoice that the Venezuelan question 
was settled by the Government, but I 
honestly confess that the whole history 
of that negotiation is not one upon which 
we can look back with special pride and 
complacency, and I do not think it is one 
that I should wish to bring forward if I 
were boasting of the foreign policy of 
the Government. Then there were the 
question of Siam and the question of 
Samoa. They were settled by the present 
Government. That of Samoa was settled 
by the simplest of all processes—the 
handing over of Samoa to the party who 
wanted it. 


THE 
No, No. 


MARQUESS or SALISBURY: 


Tue EarL or ROSEBERY: Will the 
noble Marquess tell us what he did ? 


THe MARQUESS or SALISBURY: 
There were three parties in the matter— 
England, Germany, and America. How 
was it possible for any responsible 
Government to go on under that system? 
We agreed that we would surrender our 


that we cannot | part to Germany, receiving corresponding 
The privileges from her in exchange, 
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THE Eart oF ROSEBERY: That is 
exactly what I said; and I do not know 
that it was not a perfectly desirable and 
businesslike operation in all the circum- 
stances of the case. But on those 
principles you can settle any question 
whatever. Then you settled the question 
of Siam very nearly on the same principle. 
You very nearly settled Siam itself. All 
that we had contended for, or nearly all, 
you handed over to the other side, As to 
the fortress of Chantabun, the evacuation 
of which had formerly been promised, you 
made a large angle in the line of demarca- 
tion in order that it should be permanently 
alienated from Siam. 


Tue Marquess or SALISBURY: 
It is perfectly true that the noble Lord had 
left proposals for erecting a buffer State 
of Chinese between Siam and China, but 
we gave no kind of encouragement to 
that proposal, which we thought was 
exceedingly unwise. We really had 
nothing whatever to do with it. 


THe Eart or ROSEBERY: You 
made a line of demarcation by agreement 
with the French. At the same time the 
noble Marquess has reminded me of another 
point, and [I am obliged to him. It is 
that we got rid of the buffer State and 
surrendered British territory, which was 
a thing of which we should have heard a 
good deal if it had been done by a Liberal 
Grovernment. I will not go further into 
these matters. I do not think the noble 
Marquess’s controversial contribution adds 
much to the interest of the argument. 
But [ want to point out that before 
boasting of foreign policy it is necessary 
to go more into detail and discuss these 
questions on the facts of the case. The 
Earl behind me asked for some 
information as to China. That was not 
one of the diplomatic achievements of the 
Colonial Secretary. The net result of the 
policy of the Government with regard to 


noble 


China appears to be that we have an | 


agreement with Germany which Germany 
authoritatively contrues one way and we 
another. If there is any other net result 
the Government can point to I shall be 
glad to hear it at a later period of the 
debate. 


Then [| had occasion to say that we 


were extremely unpopular at this moment 
in Europe, and I confess I see in that a 
certain danger which seems almost to 
gratify some members of His Majesty’s 
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| When is this system going to stop ? 
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which must cause 

who wish well to 
their country. For the spirit and the 
words of the Colonial Secretary’s 
speech the other day in the contro- 
versy upon which he has entered I have 
nothing but commendation. I think it 
was a proper answer to give, but I con- 
fess [ am a little anxious about these 
controversies with Germany or with other 
Powers, to which the dialectics of the 
Colonial Secretary have so singularly 
contributed. I dread, and I think the 
reader of every newspaper dreads, his 
excursions from the legitimate colonial 
sphere into that of our foreign relations. 
You 
may have a spirited repartee from some 
other country, and then we must rejoin 
to that. All this time the fever of 
national animosity is growing, not on one 
side of the Channel, but, I am sorry to 
say, on both; and you must, if my 
opinion is worth anything, prepare your- 
selves, providing you go on as you are 
proceeding now, to maintain by efficient 
measures that position of splendid isola- 
tion which for some strange reason you 
consider the most desirable one for this 
country. 

This leads me to ask what it is you are 
doing with regard to preparation to main- 
tain our military position. You cannot 
dissociate foreign policy from the question 
of your military strength. I do not wish 
to use any rash or incautious words, but 
I do feel from the bottom of my heart 
that the Government which prides itself 
on being divorced from all common senti- 
ment with any other European country 
cannot be too strong. It is well to hav; 
an overpowering Fleet. Other nations 
have fleets too. What is the condition of 
your Army? You have an enormous 
force (for us) locked up in South Africa. 
You are now sending out reinforcements 
to fill up the necessary gaps in that Army. 
What are the measures you have taken 
with that intention? So far as we know 
you have summoned 2,000 Yeomanry at 
5s. a day to your standard, and 10,000 
Volunteers at a shilling a day simul- 
taneously to your assistance. That may 
be an efficient measure. It may be a 
great result of the elaborate Army scheme 
of the past year, but I confess it inspires 
me with no confidence at all. I do not 
know what military authorities like my 
noble friend the Duke of Bedford opposite, 
who made so able a contribution to the 


B 2 


Government, but 
anxiety to all 
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military question the other day, may 
think of such preparations as these, but I 
confess they fill me with grave disquietude. 
In ordinary times and with an ordinary 


Government which conducted its foreign | 


relations in an ordinary way, this matter 
would, perhaps, be less formidable. But 
at the present time our condition of 
preparation is cause for some disquietude, 
I think, among reasonable men. 
are the six corps darmé:? I thought the 


opportunity would be taken now to for- | 
ward some divisions from those hosts to | 


South Africa, but, as far as I can make 
out, they are non-existent. I say this is 
a matter which does deserve the atten- 
tion of your Lordships, and which, I hope, 


{LORDS} 


Where | 


will not escape attention in your future | 


debates. I hope I have not broken my 
pledge, except in this instance of foreign 
affairs, of speaking non-polemically to- 
night, and I thank you heartedly for the 
attention with which you have listened 
to me. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror , 


FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The MARQUESS OF 
LANSDOWNE): My Lords, I do not think 
your Lordships will desire me at this hour 
of the evening to make a long speech. 
The custom of this House offers many 
facilities for discussion, and I think we 
may look forward wo debates on some of 


the important points which have been | 


raised by the different speakers to-night. 
But I do not wish to appear wanting in 
respect to the two noble Lords on the 
other side. I wish to take notice at once, 
very briefly, of a question which was put 
to me by the noble Earl opposite in regard 
to China. I shall, of course, be glad, 


following the precedent of last session, | 


to be interrogated by him on the subject 
of China whenever it may suit him to do 
so. Perhaps it will suffice this evening 
if I tell him that since we last met, al- 


though progress in China is, as we well | 


know, very slow, it is possible to say that 
events have moved, upon the whole, in 
the direction which we should 
The Court has gone back to Peking. 
That event is very variously regarded by 
different people; but to me it seems 
that we are much more likely to be able 
to come to a satisfactory arrangement 
with China if we have at the capital a 
recognised and established Government 
with whom it is possible to deal in the 
usual form. Since last year we have 


diminished our military forces in China. 
dhe Earl of Rosebery. 


desire. | 
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| A year ago we had no less than 16,000 
troops in that country ; six months ago, 
11,000 ; and to-day we have only 6,000. 
I hope we may be able before long to 
make still further reductions. That, of 
course, must depend largely upon the 
condition of the country and also upon 
the action of foreign Powers with regard 
to the withdrawal of their troops. I am 
sure it will not be your Lordships’ desire 
that this country should be inadequately 
represented in the matter of military 
strength in comparison with the other 
Powers who maintain forces in those 
regions. We have resumed negotiations 
at Shanghai for the purpose of dealing 
with many questions concerning the com- 


mercial interests of this country. These 
negotiations have just commenced. We 


have appointed as our principal repre- 
sentative Sir James Mackay, a gentleman 
who has earned a very considerable 
yeputation as a conspicuous member of 
the mercantile community in India, and 
who has held office as a member of the 
Council both of the Viceroy of India and 
of the Secretary of State in London. | 
should be inclined to say that if ever 
there was a person typical of that kind of 
business man whom the noble Earl below 
the gangway desires so much to see in 
official employment, Sir James Mackay 
merits that description. I will say a very 
few words only with regard to the speech 
of the noble Earl below the gangway, and 
I must express the deep regret with 
which I heard him proclaim to this House 
and to the country that we are universally 
detested in every country of the world. 


THe Eart or ROSEBERY: In 
Europe. 
THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE 


In Europe. My Lords, I will go so far as 
to say that, even if that statement had 
some foundation of truth, it is not a 
‘statement that should have been _pro- 
claimed by a person of the noble Earl’s 
weight in the councils of the nation. 
Nor, indeed, am I, for one, prepared 
to admit that this is a true. state- 
ment. I believe it is perfectly true that 
we enjoy a very great and a very incon- 
venient amount of unpopularity upon 
the Continent in consequence of the war 
now proceeding in South Africa. The 
spectacle of a great Power belabouring a 
weak Power always provokes a natural 
| sympathy for the weak Power, and that 
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sympathy not infrequently takes a some- | with folded hands and doing nothing or 


what hysterical shape. I think if we 


were to look back to our own annals we | 
should find cases in which there have | 


been outbursts, of popular indignation 


upon similar occasions a good dea! | 


exceeding the real requirements of the 
occasion. But, my Lords, because we 
are unpopular in Europe on account 
of the war in South Africa, I for one 


certainly do not admit that our position | 


in regard to the great Powers of Europe 
is an unsatisfactory or an undignified 
position. I believe, on the contrary, 
that the manner in which this country 
has demeaned itself during the South 
African war, the manner in which the 


war has brought out the solidarity of the | 


Empire and the amount of support which 
is forthcoming for us from our great 
colonies—I believe all that has gone 
to increase immensely the respect and 


I will say the esteem, with which | 
we are regarded in other countries. 


Then, my Lords, the noble Earl ¢ook | 


exception to the statement of the 
Colonial Secretary that the present Gov- 
ernment had been successful in a large 
number of cases in dealing with out- 
standing difficulties which had not been 
surmounted by the late Government. 
The noble Marquess behind me (Lord 
Salisbury), whose familiarity with these 
cases, as they were dealt with by him 


and not by me, must obviously be greater | 
than mine, was able in each case to ques- | 


tion the correctness of the noble Earl’s 
criticisms. But, after all, his criticism 
so far as I have been able to follow 
only comes to this, that if the present 
Government had _ been 
dealing with those cases, they were 
cases for the existence of which the noble 
Earl’s Government was not responsible, 
because they existed long before his time. | 
The fact remains that these cases have | 
been settled, and for the life of me I can- | 


successful — in | 


nothing sufficient to cope with the emer- 
gency in South Africa, I would venture 
to remind him that we have constantly 
maintained in that country a force of 
over 200,000 men, that that force has 
been constantly replenished, and_ that 
we have at this moment hardly an 
empty barrack in the United King- 
dom. That seems to me to show 
that we are dealing adequately with 
this great military problem. As for 
reforms, a scheme of reforms of a very 
thorough nature was announced last 


‘year by the Secretary of State for 


War, and I am almost tempted to 
remind the noble Earl that on more 
than one occasion he has intimated his 
own belief that what he once called 


organic changes ought not to be under- 


taken until the war was over. We do 
not go quite so far as that. We think 
that as far as possible we should make 
a beginning with organic changes when- 
ever we can detect that such changes 
are clearly desirable, and those changes 
are being made, and we are fully 
prepared to defend them. But our main 
object, the object at which it will be 
universally admitted we should aim, is 
to finish this war and to spare no efforts 
to do so. That we are doing with all 
our might; and in doing that I believe 
we shall have the approval of the people 
of this country. 

On Question, agreed to, nemine dissen- 
tiente; Address ordered to be presented 
to His Majesty by the Lords with White 
Staves. 


The Earl of Morley appointed, 
nemine dissentiente, to take the Chair in 
all Committees of this House for this 
Session. 

Committee for Privileges—Appointed. 

Committee for the Journals—Ap- 


not see why the Colonial Secretary was | pointed. 


not justified in referring to the fact. | 

The noble Earl concluded his remarks 
by dwelling on the gravity of the military 
situation in South Africa, and asking His 
Majesty’s Government what we were 
doing in order to deal with it. I cannot 
help thinking that, if the noble Earl 
desires information upon military questions 
of this kind, he would do well to put a 
notice upon the Paperand tochallengeus to 
provide the information for which he seeks. | 


Stoppages in the Streets—Order to 
prevent, renewed. 


Appeal Committee—A ppointed. 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS 
(RECESS). 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 


If it is his contention that we are sitting | House that the following Papers having 
1 
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been commanded to be presented to this 
House by His Majesty had been so pre- 
sented on the following dates by delivery 
to the Clerk of the Parliaments, pursuant 
to Order of the House of the 17th Feb- 
ruary 1896, viz :— 
COLONIES. 
I. Annual Reports 
No. 330. Straits Settlements, 1900. 
(Avgust 29) ; 
No. 331. Fiji, 1900. (September 10) ; 


No. 332. St. Lucia, 1900. (Sep- 
tember 10) ; 
No. 333. Seychelles, 1900. (Sep- 


tember 24) : 
No. 334. Falkland Islands, 
(October 1); 


1900. 


No. 335, Mauritius and Rodrigues, | 


1900. 
No. 336. 
(October 28) ; 
No. 337. Leeward 

(October 28) ; 
No. 338. Trinidad and Tobago, 1900. 
(October 30) ; 
No. 339. British Honduras, 1900. 
(November 9) ; 
No. 340. Hong 
(November 19); 

No. 341. Ceylon, 1900. 
ber 21); 

No. 342. Gibralter, 1900. 
ber 28) ; 

No. 343, Basutoland, 1900.  (De- 
cember 10) ; 

No. 344. Gold 
(December 17) ; 

No. 345. Grenada, 1900. 
ber 28); 

II. Miscellaneous Reports— 

No. 17. Gilbert and Ellice Islands. 
(September 18) ; 

No. 18. Hong Kong. (October 28) ; 


(October 28) ; 


Islands, 1900. 


1900. 


Kong, 


(Novem- 


Coast, 1900. 


(Decem- 


TREATY SERIES. 
No. 7. (1901). Convention between 
the United Kingdom and Denmark, for 
the exchange of press telegrams at reduced 


rates. [Signed at Copenhagen, 15th 
August 1901. (September 30) ; 
No. 8& (1901). Treaty between the 


United Kingdom and Servia for the 


mutual surrender of fugitive criminals. | 
[Signed at Belgrade, 6th December 23rd | 


November 1900.]  [Ratifications  ex- 


changed at Belgrade, 13th March, 28th | 


February 1901.] (November 7) ; 
No. 9. (1901). International Con- 
vention for the pacific settlement of 


International disputes. [Signed at The 


{LORDS} 


sritish New Guinea, 1900. | 


(Novem- | 
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Hague, 29th July 1899.] (With an 
appendix containing certificates of ex- 
change of such ratifications of Powers 
parties to the Convention, as had been 
deposited at The Hague down to 15th 
July 1901) ; 

No. 10. (1901). International Conven- 
tion for adopting the maritime warfare 
the principles of the Geneva Convention 
|of 22nd August 1864. [Signed at The 
| Hague, 29th July 1899]. (With an 
appendix containing certificates of ex- 
| change of such Ratifications of Powers 
| parties to the Convention as had been 
bh sages at The Hague down to 15th 
| July 1901) ; 

No. 11. (1901). International Conven- 
tion with respect to the laws and customs 
|of war by land. [Signed at The Hague, 
29th July 1899.] (With an appendix 
| containing certificates of exchange of such 
| Ratifications of Powers parties to the 
| Convention as had been deposited at 
| The Hague down to 15th July 1901.) 
| (December 31) : 


| 


| AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS 
| (IRELAND). 

I. Abstract showing the acreage under 
crops and the number of live stock in 
each county and province, 1900-1901. 
(August 22) ; 

I]. (Migratory Labourers) — Report 
jand Tables relating to Irish migratory 
agricultural and other labourers, for the 
year 1901. (December 3) ; 

III Tables showing the extent in 
| statute acres and the produce of the 
crops, for the year 1901. (December 28) : 





INDIA. 


I. (Statistical Abstract). Statistical 
Abstract relating to British India, from 
1890-91 to 1899-1900. Thirty-fifth Num- 
ber. (August 23). 

II. (Trade). Review of the trade of 
India in 1900-1901. (October 11). 

III. (Sanitary Measures). Report on 
sanitary measures in India in 1899-1900. 
(November 21). 
| IV. Royal Engineering College—Fur- 
| ther Papers respecting. (October 28). 
| V. Indian Plague Commission. 

1. Indices to evidence, glossary, 


| 


maps, and summary: Vol. IV. 
| (September 28). 
2. Report of 1898-99, with appen- 
dices and summary: Vol. V. 








45 


VI. 
Report 
theret« 

VIL. 
Corres 
of the 
British 


Rep 
(Augu 


PRI 
Rep 
ended 


BOARI 
MIT 
TUR 

Red 
upon ¢ 
recor? | 
ducts 

(Septe 


19). 
BANK 
Re} 
POST 
TW] 
URI 
Co} 
and L 
19). 


An 


sular 
Bs 


— ao 


bw es es 


it bol: ft tw ea 


oe 


ad 








44 


an 
ex- 
"ers 
een 
5th 


en- 
are 
ion 
"he 
an 
eX- 
ers 
EN) 
Ith 


Pn- 


ms 
ule, 
lix 
ich 
he 
at 











45 Parliamentary {16 JANUARY 1902} Papers. 46 
VI. Indian Famine Commission — No. 2710. France (Algeria). (Sep- 
Report of, for 1901, and papers relating tember 28). 
thereto. No. 2711. Borneo (Sarawak). 
VII. China Expedition, 1900-1901— No. 2712. Turkey  (Bussorah). 


Correspondence relating to the evacuation 
of the Summer Palace at Peking by the 
British troops. (December 20). 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY. 


Report of Deputy Adjutant-General. 
(August 24). 


PRISONS (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
Report of Commissioners, for year 
ended 31st March 1901. (August 24). 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE  (COM- 
MITTEE ON SCOTTISH AGRICUL- 
TURAL PRICES). 

I. Report of Departmental Committee 
upon existing methods of collecting and 
recording the prices of agricultural pro- 
ducts in Scotland ; with copy of minute. 
(September 13). 


Il. Minutes of evidence. (October 
19). 
BANKING. RAILWAY, AND SHIPPING 


STATISTICS (IRELAND). 

Report for 1900. (September 16). 
POST OFFICE (PARCELS POST 

TWEEN UNITED KINGDOM 

URUGUAY). 

Copy of Agreement between British 
and Uruguayan Post Offices. (September 
19). 


BE- 
AND 


TRADE REPORTS. 

Annual Series: Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports on Trade and Finance— 

No. 2696. Brazil (Bahia). (August 
30). 

No. 2697. 

No. 2698. 

ber 3). 

No. 2699. 


Germany (Dantzig). 
Russia (Riga). (Septem- 


Portugal (Chinde). 


No. 2700. Chile. (September 10). 

No. 2701. Belgium. 

No. 2702. Brazil (Rio Grande do 
Sul). 


No. 2703. 
No. 2704. 

ber 14). 
No. 2705. 


Italy (Rome). 

United States. (Septem- 

Siam (Bangkok). 

No. 2706. France (Dahomey). 

No, 2707. Turkey (Baghdad). (Sep- 
tember 20). 

No. 2708. Russia (St. Petersburg). 
(September 26). 

No. 2709. Russia (Odessa). 











(October 2). 

No. 2713. China (Soochow). 

No. 2714. China (Kiungchow). 
(October 4). 

No. 2715. Austria-Hungary (Bosnia 
and Herzegovina. (October 12). 
No. 2716. Italy (Sicily). (October 

15). 
No. 2717. Siam (Chiengmai). 
No. 2718. Zanzibar. 
No. 2719. Russia (Reval). 


No. 2720. Siam (Nan). (October 
22). 
No. 2 


721. Portugal (Angola). 

No. 2722. Africa (British Central 
Africa Protectorate). 

No. 2723. Morocco 
(October 30). 

No. 2724. Brazil (Rio de Janeiro). 
(November 6). 

No. 2725. France (Senegal). 

No. 2726. Norway (Supplementary). 

No. 2727. France (Society Islands). 
(November 15). 

No. 2728. Japan (North Formosa). 
(November 26). 

No. 2729. Russia (Trans-Caucasus). 
(December 6). 

No. 2730. Turkey (Salonica). 

No. 2731. China (Shanghai). 

No. 2732. Wirtemburg. (December 
17). 

No. 2733. Denmark (Iceland). 

No. 2734. British Trade 
Switzerland (Supplementary). 

No. 2735. Africa (Ukamba). 
(December 20). 

No. 2736. Chile (Supplementary). 
(December 28). 

No. 2737. France. 

No. 2738. China 
(January 1). 

Miscellaneous Series: Reports on 
Subjects of General and Commercial 
Interest— 

No. 564. Japan. (September 6), 

No. 565. Netherlands (Draining of 
the Zuiderzee). (September 14). 

No. 566. Germany (Wiirtemburg 
Schools). (September 26). 

No. 567. Purchase and Holding of 
lands by aliens in the United 
States. (September 28.) 

No. 568. Suggestions for British 
traders with Turkey in Asia. 

(October 12). 


(Tangier). 


with 


(Foochow). 


— 
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tions. (October 30). 


No. 570. Italy (Report on the in- | 
province of | 


dustries of the 
Florence). (November 22). 

No. 571. Report on the Austro- 
Hungarian Currency. (December 
11.) 


SOUTH AFRICA. 

I. Further Return respecting refugee 
camps (in continuation of [Cd. 694.]). 
(September 23.) 

II. Return of numbers of persons in 
the concentration camps in South Africa, 
September 1901. (October 29.) 

III. Reports &c, on the working of 
the refugee camps in the Transvaal, 
Orange River Colony, Cape Colony, and 
Natal. (November 18.) 


IV. Despatches by General Lord 
Kitchener, dated 8th August, 8th 
September, and 8th October 1901, 


relative to military operations in South 
Africa, including a 
despatch, dated 18th October, on the 
actions at Itala Mount, Fort Prospect, 
Moedwill. (December 3). 

V. Further Papers relating to the 
working of the refugee camps in the 


Transvaal, Orange River Colony, and | 


Natal (in continuation of [Cd. 819.], 
November 1901). (December 10). 

VI. Correspondence relative to the 
treatment of natives by the 
(December 12). 

VIL. Further correspondence relative 


to the treatment of natives by the Boers. | 


(December 28). 


VIII. Further correspondence relating | 
to affairs in South Africa (in continuation | 


of (Cd. 547,], April 1901). 

IX. Further Papers relating to the 
working of the refuge camps in South 
Africa (in continuation of [Cd. 853.], 
December 1901). 

X. Transvaal—-Further Papers relating 
to legislation in the Transvaal affecting 
natives (in continnation of [Cd. 714 |, 
July 1901). (January 11). 


INEBRIATES ACTS. 
Report of the inspector, containing the 


Twenty-first Report of Retreats and the | 


second Report on Keformatories licensed 


{LORDS} 


No. 569. Russian Customs Regula- | 


supplementary | 


30ers. | 
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CROFTER COLONIZATION. 
Twelfth Report of the Commissioners 
on colonization in Canada of crofters and 
cottars from Western Highlands and Is- 
lands of Scotland; with appendices, 
(October 2), 


| 
| 
} 
| 


PETERHEAD HARBOUR. 
Report respecting Peterhead Harbour 
Works (in continuation of [Cd. 412.]). 


AGRICULTURE 
TION). 
Annual Report on distribution of grants 

for agricultural education and research in 

1900-01 ; with statements respecting the 

several colleges and institutions aided, the 

experiments conducted and the agricul- 
tural instruction provided by county 

councils in 1899-1900. (October 3). 


BOARD OF (EDUCA- 


ARMY (MILITARY PRISONS). 
Report on the discipline and manage- 
ment of military Prisons, 1900. (October 
4). 


STRAITS SETTLEMENTS. 
Reports on the Federated Malay States 
‘for 1900. (October 7). 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION. 
| I. (Proceedings) : 
1. Return for months of March, 
April and May, 1901. (October 8). 
2. Return for the months of June 
and July 1901. (November 15). 
3. Return for the month of August 
1901 (January 4). 
4, Return for the month of September 
| 1901. (January 7). 
II. (Judicial Rents) — 
1. Return for the month of January 
1901. (December 5). 
2. Return tor the months of Feb- 
ruary 1901. (December 17). 
IIL. Rutes—Rules made by the Irish 
| Land Commission under the Land Pur- 
chase Acts, dated 17th May 1901. 
(January 15. 


WAR OFFICE. 
I. Report of Committee appointed by 
the Secretary of State to consider the re- 
| organization of the Army and Indian 
| Nursing Service. 
II. Report of Committee appointed by 


| the Secretary of State to consider the re- 


and certified under the Inebriates Acts, | organization of the Army Medical Ser- 
1879 to 1899, for 1900. (September | vices. (October 4). 
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III. Order in Council defining the | 3. Vol. 9. Education in Germany ; 

duties of the principal officers of the War | 4. Vol. 10. Education in the United 

Department. (November 12.) States of America. (November 
5). 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION. | ; , 
ra . ,.| LL. Reports from University Colleges. 
Statistics of proceedings under Work- | (Noxender 90)— ) 

men’s Compensation Act, 1897, and Em- | \” ¥ 


ployers Liability Act, 1880, for 1900: | Agricultural Department (Ireland) 


(October 8). ~ First Annual General Report 
| of the Department, 1900-1901. 
MINES AND QUARRIES (GENERAL | (November 7). 


REPORT AND STATISTICS FOR 1900). 
. PART III. 


EVICTIONS (IRELAND). 

General Report and statistics relating | 
to output and value of minerais raised in | 
the United Kingdom, amount and value | 
of metals produced, and exports and im- | 
ports of minerals. (October 9). | FACTORY AND WORKSHOP. 


Return of evictions in Ireland, for the 
quarter ended 30th September 1901. 
(November 12). 


UNIVERSITY EDUCATION IN | Supplement to the Annual Report of 
IRELAND (ROYAL COMMISSION). | the Chief Inspector of Factories and 
Reports of Commissioners appointed to Workshops, for the year 1900 (Fourth 
inquire into the present condition of the | and Fifth Annual Returns of persons 
higher, general, and technical education | employed in factories). (November 14). 
available outside Trinity College, Dublin— | 

I. First Report (Vol. I. Report. Vol. REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL 
Il. Appendix ; with minutes of evidence). | SCHOOLS (GREAT BRITAIN). 
(October 12). | Forty-fourth Report, for the year 1900, 


PF ogee v9 origami wi tg | of the Inspector of Reformatory and In- 
‘ aaa sama asi )- | dustrial Schools: Part II. General Re- 


oe port and Appendices IIL. to XI. (No- 
EGYPT, No. 3. (1901) | vember 14). 


Correspondence respecting assault on | 


METEOROLOGY. 
British officers near Cairo. (October 19). | 


| Report of the Meteorological Council 
LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACT, 1887 | to the Royal Society, for the year ending 


(EVICTION NOTICES). | 31st March, 1901. (November 15). 
Return of the number of eviction | 
notices filed during the quarter ended | COLONIAL APPEAL. 


30th September 1901. (October 22). 
| Correspondence relating to the pro- 
AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND). | posed Establishment of a Final Court of 


Return for the quarter ending 30th | | Colonial Appeal. (November 21). 


September 1901. (October 23). a 
CENSUS. 
FOOD PRESERVATIVES. I. (Census of Ireland)—Part I. Vol. I. 


| 
| 

2 | ry} ys - sInster N 7a ap OG 
Report of Departmental Committee ; Province of Leinster. (November 26). 


with evidences, appendixes, and index. | II. (Census of England and Wales)— 
November 4). |County of London. (December 17). 

| III. (Census, Scotland)—Return of 

BOARD OF EDUCATION. | population, &c., of Parliamentary Con- 


I. Special Reports on Educational | 8tituencies. (January 7). 
Subjects— | PAREN eT 
1. Vol. 7. Rural education in | er 

France ; | Report of Trinity House Fog-Signal 
2. Vol. 8. Education in Scandi- Committee on experiments conducted at 
navia, Switzerland, Holland, | |St. Catherine’s Point, Isle of Wight, in 
Hungary, &c.; | 1901. (November 28). 
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EMPLOYMENT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN. | 

I. Report of the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department by the Inter- 
Departmental Committee appointed to 
enquire into the question of the employ- 
ment of children during school age. | 
(November 29), 

II. Minutes of evidence taken before 
the Inter-Departmental Committee  ap- | 
pointed to inquire into the question of | 
the employment of school children ; with | 
appendices and index. (January 3.) | 


EXPLOSIVES. 

I. (Explosion at a firework factory at 
Longlands, near Ossett)—Report to the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment by Captain A. P. H. Desborough, 
His Majesty’s Inspector of Explosives, on 
the circumstances attending an explosion 
which occurred during the operation of | 
forming coloured stars at the factory of 
Mr. Mark Ellis Riley, at Longlands, near | 
Ossett, on the 26th September 1901. 
(December 10.) 

II. (Explosion at the Elterwater Gun- 
powder Factory, near Ambleside)—Re- 
port to the right hon. the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department by 
Captain M. B. Lloyd, His Majesty’s 
Inspector of Explosives, on the circum- 
stances attending on explosion which 
occurred during repairs to the corning | 
house, at the factory of the Elterwater | 
Gunpowder Company, Limited, Elter- 
water, near Ambleside, on the 23rd 
October 1901. (December 21): 


MINES. 
Report to His Majesty’s Secretary of 
State for the Home Department— 


I. By J. B. Atkinson, Esq., one of His | 
Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines, on the | 
circumstances attending the accident | 
which occurred on the 26th August 1901, 
at the Donibristle Colliery, Fife. (Decem- 
ber 4) ; 

II. By J.S. Martin, Esq., one of His 
Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines, on the 
circumstances attending an explosion 
which occurred at Llanbradach Colliery, 
near Cardiff, on the 10th September 1901. 
(December 10) ; 

III. By W. N. Atkinson, Esq., one of | 
His Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines, on the 
circumstances attending the accident 
which occurred at Talk-o’-th’-Hill Colliery, 
Staffordshire. (December 12): 





{LORDS} 


Papers. 
LIGHT RAILWAY’S ACT, 1896. 
I. Orders made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and modified and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade, authoris- 
ing the construction of — 


Cr 
Ww 


1. Light railways in the city of 
Wakefield and the townships of 
Horbury, Alverthorpe, Sandal, 
Magna, and Outwood, in the 
West Riding of the county of 
York ; 

2. A light railway in the coynties of 
Norfolk and Suffolk, from Bury 
St. Fdmunds to _ Stanton, 
Walsham-le-Willows, South Lop- 
ham, and Diss ; 

3. Light railways in the boroughs 
of Kidderminster, and Bewdley, 
and in the parish of Kidder- 
minster Foreign in the rural 
district of Kidderminster, in the 
county of Worcester ; 

4. Light railways in the urban dis” 
tricts of Richton, Clayton-le- 
Moors, Great Harwood, and 
Padiham, the rural districts of 
Clitheroe and Burnley, and the 
parishes or townships of Read, 
Simonstone, and Whalley, and 
(under certain conditions) in 
the county borough of Black- 
burn, all in the county palatine 
of Lancaster ; 

. Light railways in the city of 
Durham, the parish of Brance- 
peth, the urban district of 
Brandon and Byshottles, and 
the parishes of Bearpark, 
Neville’s Cross, and St. 
Oswald’s, in the county of 
Durham ; 

6. Light railways in the county of 
Derby, from Derby to Ash- 
bourne ; 

. Light railways in the county of 
Somerset, in the city and county 
borough of Bath, and in the 
rural district of Bath ; 

8. Light Railways in the parish of 
Mitcham, in the rural district 
of Croydon, in the county of 
Surrey ; 

9. A light railway in the county of 
Essex to join the proposed 
Elsenham, Thaxted, and Bard- 
field Light Railway with the 
Colne Valley and Halstead 


or 


-~T 


Railway ; 
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or 
SN) 


10. Light railways in the rural dis- | 


trict of Halesowen, in the county 
of Worcester ; 

11. A light railway in the county of 
Somerset from Bridgwater to 
Nether Stowey and Stogursey. 
(December 14): 


IT. Orders made by the Light Railway 


Commissioner, and confirmed by the 


Board of Trade amending— 
1. The Welshpool and Llanfair Light 
Railway Order, 1899 ; 


2. The Hadlow Light Railway Order, 


1897 ; 
3. The Tanat Valley Light Railway 
Order, 1898 ; 


1, The Amesbury and Military Camp 


Light Railway Order, 1898. (December 


14): 


NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND). 

[. Appendix (Section IT.) to the Annual 
Report of the Commissioners, for the year 
1900 ; 

II. Appendix (Section III.) to the 
Annual Report of the Commissioners, for 
the year 1900. (December 16th). 

JUDICIAL STATISTICS (SCOTLAND) 

ACT, 1869. 

Report for the year 1900. (December 

20). 


LOCAL TAXATION (IRELAND). 
Returns for the year 1899-1900. 
(December 20). 


POLICE (METROPOLIS). 
Report of the Commissioner of Police 
of the Metropolis for the year 1900. 
(December 21). 


RAILWAYS (CONTINUOUS BRAKES). 

Return by railway companies of the 
United Kingdom for the six months 
ended 50th June 190]. (January 7). 


UNITED STATES, No. I. (1902). 
Correspondence respecting the Treaty 
signed at Washington, 18th November, 
1901, relative to the establishment of 
communication by ship canal between the 
Atlantic and Pacific Oceans. (January 15). 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, &e. 


SOUTH AFRICA (DESPATCHES). 

Despatches by General Lord Kitchener, 
relative to military operations in South 
Africa. 

1. Dated 8th November, 1901 (in con- 
tinuation of [Cd. 820.] ; 

2. Dated 8th December, 1901 (in con- 
tinuation of [Cd. 823. 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
I. General Rules, dated 13th December 
| 1901, of the Supreme Court ; 

II. Rule, 1902. 


LUNACY. 
Report to the Lord Chancellor of visits 
made, patients seen, and miles travelled 
by visitors of lunatics, between Ist April 
1901 and 30th September 1901. 


INDIA. 

I. (Loans raised in England). Return 
of all loans raised in England under the 
provisions of any Acts of Parliament, 
chargeable on the revenues of India, out- 
standing at the commencement of the 
half-year ended on the 30th September 
1901, with the rates of interest and total 
amount payable thereon, and the date of 
the termination of each loan, the debt 
incurred during the half-year, the moneys 
raised thereby during the half-year, the 
loans paid off or discharged during the 
half-year, and the loans outstanding at 
the close of the half-year, stating so far as 

the public convenience will allow, the 
purpose or service for which moneys have 
been raised during the half-vear. 

II. Loans raised in India. Return of 
all loans raised in India chargeable on the 
revenues of India, outstanding at the 
| commencement of the half-year ended on 
the 30th September 1901, with the rates 
of interest and total amount payable 
thereon, and the date of the termination 
of each loan, the debt incurred during 
the half-year, the moneys raised thereby 
during the half-year, the loans paid off 
or discharged during the half-year, and 
the loans outstanding at the close of the 

half year, stating so far as the public 
‘convenience will allow, the purpose or 
| service for which moneys have been raised 
' during the half-year. 


Xl 











55 Returns, {LORDS} Reports, de. 56 
GENERAL PRISONS ([RELAND) { II. Treasury minutes granting retired 
ACT, 1877. | allowances to the following persons under 


Order closing the prisons at Carrick-on- | Section 2 of the Superannuation Act, 
“het : . | 22 
Shannon, Enniskillen, Mullingar, Omagh, 1887— 


Wicklow, and Drogheda. | 1. Walter Innes Pocock, higher 

division clerk, Local Govern- 

INCLOSURE, ETC., EXPENSES ment Board, Ireland.  (Sist 

ACT, 1868. May 1900). 

Fees to be taken in respect of transactions 2. William Henry Joyce, resident 

under the Tithes Acts, 1836 to1891l,in_. magistrate, Ireland. (18th 
accordance with the provisions of the November 1901). 

Inclosure, &c., Expenses Act, 1868. III. Treasury minutes, declaring that 

the following persons were appointed 

BANK OF ENGLAND. without a civil service certificate through 


inadvertance on the part of the heads of 
their departments :— 
1. John Thomas Staines, artificer, 
Royal Small Arms Factory, War 
Office. (18th October 1901). 
2. Michael Fitzpatrick, rural postman, 
Post Office. (11th November) : 


Return of the amount of notes issued 
more than forty years which have not 
been presented for payment, and which 
have been written off from the total 
amount of notes issued from the Issue 
Department of the Bank of England. 


CHELSEA HOSPITAL. 3. Richard Pearce Nott, 2nd class 
; i; sorting clerk, Post Office. (20th 
Account of the receipts and expendi" | November 1901). 


ture of the Commissioners of Chelsea , 

Hospital in respect of Army Prize and | GENERAL LIGHTHOUSE FUND. 
Legacy Funds, &c., for the year ended, An account of the General Lighthouse 
31st March 1901; together with the! Fund, under: the Acts 57th and 58th 
report of the Comptroller and Auditor- | Victoria, chap. 60. sec. 679; and 61st 


General thereon. |and 62nd Victoria, chap. 44, showing the 
Laid before the House (pursuant to! income and expenditure for the year 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. ended 3lst March 1901. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE.— PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND TRADE 
SUITORS’ FUNDS. MARKS ACTS. 


. ‘ . Patent Rules, 1901, under the Patents, 
Account of the receipts and expendi- | . : 129 
) J .| Designs, and Trade Marks Acts, 1883 
ture of the Paymaster-General on behalf 


‘ : . - to 1888. 
of the Supreme Court of Judicature, in j 


respect of the funds of suitors of the GREENWICH HOSPITAL ACTS. 
court in the year ended 28th February | Chan ra Coansiie 
1901 ; also account of the National Debt 1. Of 26th September 1901. author- 


Commissioners for the same period in 
respect of funds held by them on behalf 
of the Supreme Court of Judicature ; from the funds of Greenwich 
together with the report of the Comp- Hospital 

troller and Auditor-General thereon. 2 Of m3 TT ewiassliiie 1901. author- 
ising the grant of a pension of 
130/. a year from the funds of 


ising the payment to non- 
pensioners of certain allowances 


SUPERANNUATION. 


I. Treasury minutes declaring that | Greenwich Hospital to the late 
professional or other peculiar qualifica- | medical officer at the Royal 
tions not ordinarily to be acquired in the Hospital School. : 
public service are required for the due | 
and efficient discharge of the duties of — MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 

1. Director of engineering and archi-| Order in Councils— 
tectural works under the Board | 1. Of 26th September 1901, apply- 
of Admiralty. | ing the provisions of sub-section 
2. Instructor in antique life drawing | (1) of section 238 of “The 
and anatomy at the Royal | _ Merchant Shipping Act, 1894” 


College of Art. (Merchant Seamen Deserters) 
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Returns, &e. 


in the case of the Republic of 


Honduras. 
2. Of the 4th November 1901, 
confirming pilotage byelaws | 


made by the Trinity House of 
Kingston-upon-Hull. 


DOCKYARD PORTS REGULATION 
ACT, 1865. 


{16 JANUARY 1902} 





Writs issued. 58: 


| WINTER ASSIZES ACT, 1876. 

| Order in Council of 10th December 
| 1901, amending the Order in Council of 
| 28th July 1893, with respect to the 
| Winter and Summer Assizes in the 
| North and South Wales Circuits. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
| Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


Order in Council of 26th September | 


1901, defining the limits of the dockyard | 


port of Berehaven. 


EXTRADITION ACT, 1870. 


Order in Council of 26th September | 


1901, entitled “The Straits Settlements 
Extradition Order, 1901.” 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 


MARGATE PIER AND HARBOUR 
COMPANY. 

Report and statements of accounts, for 
year ended 5th April 1901. 
| 

MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 

BOARD. 

Accounts for year ended Ist July 1901 : 

Delivered (pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


Order in Councils of 26th September | 


1901 


1. Entitled “The Northern Terri- | 
tories (Gold Coast) Order in | 


Council, 1901.” 

2, Entitled ‘The Ashanti Order in 
Council, 1901.” 

3. Entitled “The Gold Coast Order 
in Council, 1901.” 

4, Revoking the Order in Council of 
29th December 1887, relating 
to British Jurisdiction in divers 
countries on the West Coast of 
Africa near or adjacent to the 
Gold Coast Colony. 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES ACT, 1878 
AND 1889, AND WEIGHTS AND 


MEASURES (METRIC SYSTEM) ACT, | 


1897. 

Orders in Council of 4th November, 
1901, fixing fees to be paid on the 
verification and stamping of weights, 
measures, and weighing instruments of 
the metric system. 


LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897. 
Order in Council of 10th December 


1901, further postponing the operation of | 


the Order in Council of 18th July 1898, 
as regards the city of London, to the Ist 
March 1902. 

GOVERNMENT OF INDIA ACT, 1858. 


Order in Council of 10th December 


1901, approving a statement of proposed | 
appointments and | 


new and_ revised 
alterations of salaries in the establish- 
ment of the Secretary of State for India 
in Council : 





UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 
CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877. 

Statue made by the Governing Body 
of Peterhouse or St. Peter’s College, 
Cambridge, on 16th March 1901, in 
‘in substitution of Statute XXIX. of the 
Statutes of the College : 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and to be printed. (No. 1.) 
House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes past Seven o'clock, to 
Monday next, a quarter past 
Four o clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 16th January, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 
Message to attend His Majesty. 
The House went, and returned. 


WRITS ISSUED DURING RECESS. 
4.30. Mr. SPEAKER acquainted the 
| House that he had issued Warrants for 
New Writs for County of Lanark (North 
_East Division) in the room of John Col- 
ville, esquire, deceased; Galway, the 
-hon. Martin Henry Fitzpatrick Morris, 
| called up to the House of Peers. 


GALWAY ELECTION—POSITION OF 
MR. LYNCH. 

| Eart PERCY (Kensington, 8.): I 

| wish to call attention to certain. cirecum- 


59 Galway 


stances relating to the return of the hon. 
Member for Galway, and to move, “ That 
the election to serve as Member for the 
borough of Galway of Mr. Arthur Lynch, 
who is commonly and notoriously re- 
ported, and has himself claimed, to have 
aided the King’s enemies in the war in 
South Africa, is an insult to the House of 
Commons, and that a Special Committee 


be appointed to consider and report what | 


course should be taken by the House in 
respect of the above matter.” I submit 
that this is a matter of privilege, because 
it can be shown, as the motion says, that 
the hon. Member for Galway has publicly 
claimed to have assisted the King’s enemies 
in the war, and that during the election 
this claim was notorious, and was specially 
put forward by the hon. Members for 
Waterford, North Leitrim, and West 
Kerry. After the election the Member 
for Waterford boasted of the return to 
Parliament of a Boer candidate, and the 
Member for Galway has himself stated 
that his being a re ‘bel became the cru of 
the election. I submit that in view of 
these circumstances the House of Com- 
mons has unquestionably been insulted, 
that the insult was intended, that the 
House feels it as such, and that conse- 
quently a Committee of Privilege should 
be appointed. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The noble Lord has 


been good enough to furnish me with a copy | 


of the resolutio n, and perhaps he will not 
be surprised after what has passed between 
us if I say that I do not think this is a 


case of privilege. A defamatory reflection 


upon the character of the House of Com- 


mons, Or Upon its conduct and actions, 
may constitute a claim to raise a que stion 
of pri ivileg There isa great distinction 
between that and the case the noble Lord 
puts forwi ard. Assuming the facts to be 
as stated, the Member elected has boasted 
that he bore arms against the King’s 
troops and that by so doing he secured | 
his election. That may be offensive ; 
to the feelings of a large number of } 
Members of this House, but it is not | 
enough to make it a question of privilege. 
It must be an attack, as I say, on the | 
character or conduct of the House of 
Commons itself. The noble Lord must 
therefore give notice in the ordinary way 
of any motion for which he thinks he has , 


ground, 
Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILE (9Old- 
ham): DoI understand that you rule, Sir, 
Earl Percy. 


{COMMONS} 


Election. 60 


| that the motion of the noble Lord is out 


of order on the ground that the facts as 
stated by him do. not constitute an insult 


' to the Honse of Commons ? 


6 Mr. SPEAKER: I am not going to 
argue with the hon. Member, or to repeat 
what I have already said. 


Mr. HORNER (Lambeth, N.) : I beg to 
give notice that if the gentleman ele ected 
for Galw: ay presents himself at the table 
for the purpose of te aking the oath, I shall 
move that the oath be not administered 
to him. 


NEW WRIT. 

For the Borough of Hampstead, in the 
room of Edward Brodie Hoare, esquire 
(Chiltern Hundreds). — (Sir William 
Walrond.) 


CRIMINAL LAW AND PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND) ACT, 1887, (IMPRISONMENT 
OF MR. CONOR O'KELLY),. 

Mr. SPEAKER acquainted the House 
that he had received the following letter 
relating to proceedings under The Criminal 
Law and Procedure (Ireland) Act, 1837, 


against a Member of this House : 


To the Right Honourable 
The Speaker of the House of Commons. 
The Palace of Westminster. 

Sir,—I have the honour to inform you that 
Mr. Conor 0’ Kelly, Member of Parliainent for 
the Constituency of North Mayo, wus convicted 
on the 18th instant, at Casilebar, county 
Mayo, before a Court of Summary Jurisdiction, 
formed under the provisions of » Criminal 
Law and Procedure (Lreland) Act, 1887, on the 
charge of having taken part in an unlawful 
assembly at Tully, county of Mayo, on the ist 
December, 1901. 

He was on convic tion sentenced to be 
imprisoned i in His Majesty’s Prison at Castle- 
bar for two calendar months without hard 
labour, and he was committed to prison at 
Castlebar on the 18th instant. 

I have the honour to he, 
Sir, 
Your obedient servant, 
tobert F. Starkie, 
Resident Magistrate, 
Westport, county Mayo, 
Presiding Justice of said Court. 


20th December, 1901. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): It is a matter of regret that 
the first announcement made by Mr. 
Speaker on the first day of the Session 
to be signalized by the Coronation—— 
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§1 Resignation of the 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, Order ! 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: 


raising a question of privilege. 


I am 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
should begin by saying so. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL:—I think 
it is a breach of privilege. I regret that 
the Speaker's first announcement in the 
Session to be signalized by the Coronation 


should be that one of the Members of the | 


House is now immured in a dungeon 
annexed to the Chief Seeretary’s Office. 
The House has always shown itself 
extremely jealous in regard to the personal 
liberty of its Members, and has ever been 
ready to investigate the circumstances 
under which they are detained. I beg there- 
fore to move, in accordance with precedent, 
“That the letter of Mr. Starkie, an Irish 
Resident Magistrate, to Mr. Speaker, 
informing him of the trial, arrest, and 
imprisonment of Mr. Conor O’Kelly, a 
Member of this House, be referred to a 
Select Committee ‘for the purpose of 
inquiring into all matters connected with 
the proceedings therein and reporting 
whether any of them demand the further 
attention of this House.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: As at present ad 
vised, I think that it is not a matter of 
privilege. But [ understand the hon. 
Member to say that he has some authority. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEIL: Yes, Sir, 
my motion is based on one moved by Mr. 
Gray on February 7th, 1882, after consul- 
tation with the Speaker of the day, 
concerning the arrest of Messrs. Parnell, 
Dillon, O'Kelly, and Sexton. I have also 
another precedent dated the 15th Feb- 
ruary, 1882. In regard to the former 
case, when the Chief Secretary wrote 
informing the House of the arrest of the 
hon. Members a Select Committee was at 
once appointed for the purpose of con- 
sidering the Report. 1 submit that the 
cases are exactly analogous. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: This is not such a 
case of privilege. This is a case of con- 
viction by a Court of law in aecordanec 
with the laws of the country, in respect 
of which no privilege can arise. 
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‘not a question of privilege 


Clerk of the House. 62 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : I can show, 
as I will if you permit me, that there are 
exceptional circumstances in this case, 
and that the law has been strained against 
a Member of the House. I do not wish 
to discuss the policy of the adminstration, 


but this is a case which we must go into. 
{ 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I am quite clear it is 
I have de- 
cided and I have no doubt upon the 
matter. If the hon. Member thinks Iam 
wrong he should take the usual method 


of asking the House to correct me. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: May I say 
Sir, with great respect, I do think that in 
this case you are wrong. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That may be so, but 

as the hon. Member knows, it is not 
regular or respectful to the Chair to 
express that opinion now. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I meant 
no personal disrespect, but I wish to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury to give 
me a day for discussion of a motion on 
the subject. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is quite another 
matter, and does not arise now. The 
hon. Member must put down a question 
in the ordinary way. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL:; It is of no 
use doing that. 


RESIGNATION OF THE 
THE HOUSE. 


‘*Mr. SPEAKER: I will read to the 
House a letter I have received from Mr. 
Archibald Milman, whom I am sorry to 
call the late Clerk of the House. The 
letter is in these terms: 


CLERK OF 


Speaker's Court, 
Palace of Westminster, 
16th January, 1902. 
Sir, 

L have the honour to acquaint you that J 
find myself compelled hy prolonged illness to 
tender my resignation ot the Office of Clerk of 
the House of Commons, which I hold, by 
Patent, from Her late Majesty. 

Tam advised that my strength is quite un- 
equal to the proper discharge of my duties 
through a laborious Session. 

I have been in the service of the House 
forty-five years, during the last thirty-one of 


' which I have been at the Table. 











63 Elections. 


It is with the deepest reluctance and regret 
that I am compelled to withdraw from this 
honourable service. It has formed the chief 
interest and greatest pleasure of my life. At 
the close of my long connection with the Table, 
[ trust I may be permitted to express my 
grateful sense of the uniform support I have 
received from you, Sir, and your three pre- 
decessors in the Chair, and of the consideration 


accorded me by the honourable Members of the | 


House through many Parliaments. 
I have the honour to be, Sir, 
Your obedient humble Servant, 
ARCHIBALD J. S. MILMAN. 


The Right Honourable, 
The Speaker of the House of Commons. 


This letter will, in accordance with 
the usual practice, be entered on the 
journals of the House. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREAS- 
URY (Mr. A. J. BALFrour, Manchester, 
E.): I beg to give notice that, in accor- 
dance with ordinary practice under such 
circumstances, I shall on Monday move a 
vote of thanks to Mr. Archibald Milman, 
late Clerk of this House. 


A Member took and subscribed the 


Oath. 


NEW MEMBERS SWORN. 

Edmund Beckett Faber, esquire, for 
County of Hants (Western or Andover 
Division). 

Sir William Henry Rattigan, knight, 
K.C., County of Lanark (North Eastern 
Division). 

ELECTIONS. 

Ordered, That all Members who are 
returned for two or more places in any 
part of the United Kingdom do make 
their Election for which of the places they 


will serve, within one week after it shall | 
appear that there is no question upon the 


Return for that place; and if anything 
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‘shall come in question touching the Re- 
turn or Election of any Member, he is to 
withdraw during the time the matter is 

}in debate; and that all Members re- 

' turned upon double Returns do withdraw 
till their returns are determined. 


Resolved, That no Peer of the Realm, 
' except such Peers of Ireland as shall for 
the time being be actually elected, and 
| shall not have declined to serve, for any 
county, city, or borough of Great Britain, 
hath any right to give his vote in the 
Election of any Member to serve in 
Parliament. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it is a high infringement of the 
liberties and privileges of the Commons 
of the United Kingdom for any Lord of 
Parliament, or other Peer or Prelate, not 
being a Peer of Ireland at the time elected, 
and not having declined to serve for any 
county, city, or borough of Great Britain, 
to concern himself in the election of 
Members to serve for the Commons in 
except only any Peer of 
Ireland, at such Elections in Great Britain 
respectively where such Peer shall appear 
as a candidate, or by himself, or any 
others, be proposed to be elected ; or for 
any Lord Lieutenant or Goyernor of any 
county to avail himself of any authority 
derived from his Commission, to influence 
the Election of any Member to serve for 
the Commons in Parliament.”—(Mr. A. 


J. Balfour). 


Amendment proposed, to leave out from 
the word “Kingdom,” in line 3, to the 


word “for,” in line 9.—(Mr. James 
Lowther). 
(4.40.) Question put, “That the words 


proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


The House divided :—Ayes 341 ; Noes 
86. (Division List No. 1). 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | Bailey, James (Walworth) 
sain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | Bowles, Capt. H.F. (Middlesex 
Balfour, Rt. HnGeraldW(Leeds | Brassey, Albert 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
BeachRt. Hn.SirMichael Hicks | Brown, Alexander H. (Shrops.) 

| Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. | Brown,George M. (Edinburgh) 


Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, Charles P.(Glouc. Stroud 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Ambrose, Robert 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherly-Jones, L. 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


| Bell, Richard 


Mr. Speaker. 


| Black, Alexander William 
Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy | Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Boland, John 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 


Brigg, John 
| Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
| Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 


| Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Kt. Hon. James 
| Bull, William James 
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Bulle 
Burk 
Burt 
Buxt 
Cain 
Cam] 
Cam} 
Carli 
Cars 
Caus 
Caut 
Cave 
Cave 
Cawl 
Cecil 
Chan 
Chan 
Chan 
Chap 
Chap 
Char 
Clan¢ 
Clive 
Coch 
Codd 
Cogai 
Cogh 
Cohe! 
Collir 
Colon 
Colsti 
Cook. 
Corbe 
Craig 
Cran! 
Cripp 
Cross 
Cullit 
Dalry 
Dave! 
Davie 
Davie 
Delan 
Denn. 
Dewa 
Dewa 
Dicki 
Dicks 
Dims 
Done] 
Doog 
I Joug! 
Doug] 
Doug! 
Doxto 
Duke, 
Dune: 
Dunn, 
Durni 
Dyke, 
Edwai 
Kgert 
Elliot. 
Emmc 
Evans 
Faber. 
Farde 
Fellow 
Fergu: 
Fergu 
Ffrenc 
Fielde 
Finlay 
Fisher 
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Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burke, EK. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Campbell, Rt. Hn. J.A (Glasgow 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, RK. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cecil, Evelyn (Ashton Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen (Wore’r 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir JohnCharlesReady 
Colsten, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dewar, T.R.(T’rH’mlets,S.Geo., 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 


Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield | 


Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dougnty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxtord,Sir Wllliam Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir WilliamHart 
Edwards, Frank 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH( Maidstone 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn. Sir J.(Man’r 
Ffrench, Peter 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
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Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Sir Michael( Lond. Univ. 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. A. G. H.(Cityof Lond 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon Maj. Evans-(T’rH’mleta 
Gore, HnG. K.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.8. F.Ormsby- (Linc. ) 
Gorst, Rt.Hon.Sir John Eldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green Walford D.(Wednesbury 
Grenfel’, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Grey, Sir Kdward (Berwick) 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
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| Lees, Sir Elliott, (Birkenhead) 
| Leese,SirJosephF.(Accrington 
| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft) 
} Lundon, W. 

Lyttelton, Hon, Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 

| Machonochie, A. W. 

, M‘Crae, George 

M'Govern, T. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 





Halsey, Thon:as Frederick | Maxwell, RtHnSirH. K.(Wegt’n 


Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamiltoov,Rt. HnLordG(Middx | 
Hamilton, Mary of( L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William | 
Harmsworth, 2. Leicester 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt.Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, ArthurHoward (Hanley 
Helder, Augustus 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hempthill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hermon- Hodge, Robert Trotter 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Holland, William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph | 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,John(KentFaversham | 
Howard, J. (Midd, Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil | 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel,Captain HerbertMerton | 
Johnston, William (Belfast) | 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire | 
Kay-Shuttleworth, Rt.HnSirU | 
Kearley, Hudson, ¥. 
Kenyon, Hon, Geo. T(Denbigh) | 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants, Fareham | 
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' Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Middlemore,John Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 
Minch, Matthew 
Mitchell, William 
Montaga, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.(W’thamstow 
Morton, Edw. J.C.(Devonport 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Mowbray. Sir Robert Gray, C. 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan,Col.JohnP. (Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James(Wicklow, W. 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 


| O'Malley, William 


Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 


| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 


C 
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Redmond,John E (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, James (<treenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Rickett, .'. Compton 
Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Jehn H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Herb-rt (Hackney) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hn. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, Charles Hilton(Lincoln) 
Seely,Capt.J.E.B(lsleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward ‘TV. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,Abel H. (Hertford, East) 


Abraham, William (Cork, 
N.E.) 

Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 

Bartley, George C. T. 

Bigwood, James 

Blake, Edward 

Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, T. Gibson 
Lynn) 

Brymer, William Ernest 

Burns, John 

Cameron, Robert 

Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Crombie, John William 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 

Dillon, John 

Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 

Ellis, John Edward 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Farquharson, Dr. Robert 

Farrell, James Patrick 

Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher 

Furness, Sir Christopher 

Galloway, William Johnson 

Goulding, Edward Alfred 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill | 


(King’s 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That it is a high infringe- 
ment of the liberties and privileges of the 
Commons of the United Kingdom for any 
Lord of Parliament, or other Peer or Pre- 
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| Smith, HC. (North’mbTyneside 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. ) | 


Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Rt.Hn.. R.(N’rth’nts 

Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 

Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somer- 
set) 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Stevenson, Francis S. 

Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Tag- 
rart 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strachey, Edward 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 

Talbot, Rt. Hn. J. G. (Oxf’d 
Univ.) 

Tennant, Harold John 


Thomas, David 
(Merthyr) 

Thomas, J A _ (Glamorgan, 
Gower 


Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) | 


Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey N. 
Tomkinson, James 

Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 


NOES. 


Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ash- 
ford) 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 

Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol. E. 

Hope, J. F. (Sheffield, Bright- 


| side) 


Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Kinloch, Sir J. George Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 


| Maple, Sir John Blundell 


Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John Wm. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morton, Arth H. A. (Deptford 


| Murphy, John 


O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Mara, James 


Commons in 


Alfred 
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Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wallace, Robert 
| Walton. Jn. Lawson (Leeds, 8, 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart (Ori ney 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E. (Taun- 
ton) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonei R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W 
| Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, 
Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J.W (Worcestersh. N. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R. 
(Bath) 
Woodhouse, SirJ T( Hudderst’d 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Pease, Herbt. Pike (Darlington 

Percy, Karl 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Pym, C. Guy 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 

Remnant, James Farquharson 

Ridley, Hon. M. W. (Staly- 
bridge) 

Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 

Roche, -‘ohn 

Russell, T. W. 

' Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Soares, Ernest JJ. 

Stock, James Henry 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sullivan, Donal 
| Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, E. 
| Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. H. 
(“heftield) 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

Welby, Sir Chas. G. E.(Notts.) 

| White, George (Norfolk) 

| Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R. 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


| TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr. 
| dames Lowther and Mr, 
| Wharton. 


late, not being a Peer of Ireland at the 
time elected, 
serve for and county, city, or borough of 
Great Britain, to concern himself in the 
election of Members to serve for the 


and not having declined to 


Parliament, except only any 
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Peer of Ireland, at such Elections in Great 
Britain respectively where such Peer 
‘shall appear as a candidate, or by him 
self, or any others, be proposed to be 
elected ; or for any Lord Lieutenant or 
‘Governor of any county to avail himself 
of any authority derived from his Com- 
mission, to influence the election of any 
Member to serve for the Commons in 
Parliament. 


Resolved, That if it shall appear that 
any person hath been elected or returr-ed 
a Member of this House, or endeavoured 
so to be, by Bribery, or any other corrupt 
practices, this House will proceed with 
the utmost severity against e!l such 
persons as shall have been wilfully con- 
cerned in such Bribery or other corrupt 
practices. 


WITNESSES. 

Resolved, That, if it shall appear that 
‘any person nath been tampering with any 
Witness, in respect of his evidence to be 
given to this House, or any Committee 
thereof, or directly or indirectly hath 
endeavoured to deter or hinder.any person 
from appearing or giving evidence, the 
same is declared to be a high crime or 
misdemeanor ; and this House will pro- 
ceed with the utmost severity against 
such offender. 

Resolved, That if it shall appear that 
any person hath given false evidence in 
any case before this House, or any Com- 
mittee thereof, this House will proceed 


with the utmost severity against such | 


offender. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE. 

Ordered, That the Commissioners of 
the Police of the Metropolis do take care 
that, during the Session of Parliament, 
the passages through the streets leading 
to this House be kepi free and open, and 
that no obstruction be permitted to 
hinder the passage of Members to and 


from this House, and that no disorder be | 
’ 

allowed in Westminster Hall, or in the | 

passages leading to this House, during | 


the Sitting of Parliament, and that there 
be no annoyance therein or thereabouts ; 
and that the Serjeant at Arms attending 


this House do communicate this Order to | 


the Commissioners aforesaid. 


VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 
Ordered, That the Votes and _ Pro- 
ceedings of this House be printed being 
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| first perused by Mr. Speaker; and that 
he do appoint the printing thereof ; and 
that no person but such as he shall 
appoint do presume to print the same. 


PRIVILEGES. 
Ordered, That a Committee of Privi- 
leges be appointed. 


OUTLAWRIES BILL. 
“For the more effectual preventing 
Clandestine Outlawries,” read the first 
time ; to be read a second time. 


JOURNAL. 

Ordered, That the Journal of this 
House, from the end of the last Session 
to the end of the present Session, with an 
Index thereto, be printed. 

Ordered, That 500 Copies of the said 
Journal and Index be printed by the 
appointment and under the direction of 
the Clerk of this House. 

Ordered, That the said Journal and 
Index be printed by such person as shall 
be licensed by Mr. SPEAKER, and that no 
other person do presume to print the 
same. 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS 
(RECESS). 


The following Papers, presented by 
Royal Command during the Recess, were 
delivered to the Librarian of the House 
of Commons during the Recess, pursuant 
to the Standing Order of the 14th August 
1896 :— 


1. Prisons (England and Wales).—Copy 
of Report of the Commissioners of Prisons 
and Directors of Convict Prisons, with 
Appendices, for the year ended 31st 
March 1901. 

2. Inebriates Acts (Inspectors’ Report). 
—Copy of Twenty-first Report of the 
Inspectors of Retreats, and the Second 
Report of the Inspector of Certified 
Reformatories, under the Inebriates Acts, 
1879 to 1899, for the year 1900. 

3. Workmen’s Compensation. — Copy 
| of Statistics of Proceedings under The 
| Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, and 
|The Employers’ Liability Act, 1880, dur- 


| ing the year 1900. 
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4. Mines and Quarries.—Copy of Gen- | plosion which occurred at Llanbradach 


eral Report and Statistics for the year 
1900, Part III., Output ; General Report 
and Statistics relating to the Output and 
Value of the Minerals raised in the United 
Kingdom, the amount and value of the 
metals produced, and the exports and 
imports of Minerals. 

5. University Education in Ireland 
(Royal Commission).—Copy of First Re- 
port of the Commissioners appointed to 
inquire into the present condition of the 
Higher, General, and Technical Education 


available in Irelandoutside Trinity College, | 


Dublin (Vol. L., Report ; Vol. I1., Appen- | 


dix, with Minutes of Evidence). 
6. Factories and Workshops.—Copy of 


Supplement to the Annual Report of the | 


Chief Inspector for 1900 (Fourth and 
Fifth Annual Returns of Personsemployed 
in Factories). 

7. Reformatory and Industrial Schools 
(Great Britain)—Copy of Forty-fourth 
Report of His Majesty’s Inspector of 
Reformatory and Industrial Schools for 
1900. Part II. General Report and 
Appendices III. to XI. 

8. Employment of School Children.— 
Copy of Report to theSecretary of State for 
the Home Department by the  Inter- 
Departmental Committee appointed to 
inquire into the question of the Employ- 
ment of Children during school age. 

9. Mines (Accident at Donibristle 
Colliery, Fifeshire).—Copy of Report to 
the Secretary of State for the Home 


Department by J. B. Atkinson, Esq., one | 


of His Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines, on 
the circumstances attending the Accident 
which occurred at the Donibristle Colliery, 
Fifeshire, on the 26th August 1901. 

10. Explosions (Firework Factory at 
Longlands, near Ossett ).—Copy of Report 
by Captain A. P. H. Desborough, His 
Majesty’s Inspector of Explosives, to the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, on the circumstances attending an 
Explosion which occurred during the 
operation of forming coloured stars at the 
Factory of Mr. Mark Ellis Riley, at Long- 
lands, near Ossett, on the 26th September 
1901. 


Colliery, near Cardiff, on the 10th Sep- 
tember 1901. 
12. Mines (Explosion at Talk-o’-th’-Hill 
| Colliery, Staffordshire).—Copy of Report 
to the Secretary of State for the Home 
| Department by W. N. Atkinson, Esq., one 
of His Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines, on 
the circumstances attending the Accident 
which occurred at Talk-o’-th’-Hill Colliery, 
Staffordshire, on the 27th May 1901. 
13. Explosion (Elterwater Gunpowder 
Factory, near Ambleside).—Copy of Re- 
| port by Captain M. B. Lloyd, R.A., His 
Majesty’s Inspector of Explosives, to the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, on the circumstances attending an 
Explosion which occurred during repairs 
to the corning house at the Factory of the 
Elterwater Gunpowder Company, Limited, 


' Elterwater, near Ambleside, on the 23rd 


11. Mines (Explosion at Llanbradach | 
Colliery, near Cardiff).—Copy of Report | 
to the Secretary of State for the Home | 


Department by Joseph S. Martin, Esq., 
one of His Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines, 
on the circumstances attending an Ex- 





October 1901. 

14. Police (Metropolis).—Copy of Re- 
port of the Commissioner of Police for the 
Metropolis for 1900. 


15. Employment of School Children.— 
Copy of Minutes of Evidence taken 
before the Inter-Departmental Committee, 
appointed by the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department, to inquire into the 
question of the Employment of School 
Children, with Appendices and Index. 

16. University Education in Ireland 
(Royal Commission).— Copy of Second 
Report of the Commissioners appointed to 
inquire into the present condition of the 
Higher, General, and Technical Education 
available in Ireland outside Trinity 
College, Dublin, together with Appendix 
(Minutes of Evidence taken in November 
and December 1901). 

17. East India (Statistical Abstract). 
—Copy of Statistical Abstract relating to 
British India from 1890-91 to 1899-1900, 
Thirty-fifth Number. 

18. East India (Trade). — Copy of 
Review of Trade in India for 1900-1901. 

19. East India (Royal Indian Engineer- 
ing College).—Copy of Further Papers in 
regard to the Royal Indian Engineering 
College. 

20. East India (Sanitary Measures).— 
Copy of Report on Sanitary Measures in 
India in 1899-1900, Volume X XXIII. 

21. East India (Famine).—Copy of Re- 
port of the Indian Famine Commission,, 
1901, and Papers relating thereto. 
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22. Indian Plague Commission, 1898-9. 
—Copy of Indices to the Evidence taken 
by the Indian Plague Commission, also 
Glossary, Maps, and Summary of the | 
Report and Appendices, Volume IV. | 

23. Indian Plague Commission, 1898-9. | 
—Copy of Report of the Indian Plague | 
Commission, with Appendices and Sum- | 
mary, Volume V. 

24. East India (China Expedition, 1900- | 
1901).—Copy of Correspondence relating | 
to the Evacuation of the Summer Palace | 
at Peking by the British Troops. 

25. South Africa.—Copy of Further | 
Return of numbers of Persons in the | 

tefugee Camps in South Africa, August 
1901. 

26. Army (Military Prisons).—Copy | 
of Report on the Discipline and Manage- 
ment of Military Prisons, 1900. 

27. Army (Re-organisation of Medical | 
Services).—Copy of Report of Committee 
appointed by the Secretary of State to 
consider the Re-organisation of the Army | 
Medical Services. 


28. Army (Re-organisation of the Army 

and Indian Nursing Service).—Copy of 
teport of Committee appointed by the 
Secretary of Stateto consider the Re-organ- 
isation of the Army and Indian Nursing 
Service. 

29. South Africa.—Copy of Return of | 
numbers of Persons in the Concentration 
Camps in South Africa, September 1901. 

30. Army.—Copy of Order in Council 
defining the Duties of the Principal 
Officers of the War Department. 

31. South Africa.—Copy of Reports, | 
&c., on the working of the Refugee Camps 
in the Transvaal, Orange River Colony, 
Cape Colony, and Natal. 

32. South Africa (Despatches).—Copy 
of Despatches by General Lord Kitchener, 
dated 8th August, 8th September, and 
8th October 1901, relative to Military | 


Operations in South Africa, including a 


Supplementary Despatch, dated 18th | 
October, on the Actions at Itala Mount, | 
Fort Prospect, and Moedwill. 

33. Army (Imperial Yeomanry).—Copy 
of Report of the Deputy Adjutant General | 
of the Imperial Yeomanry regarding the | 
Force and its future organisation. 

34, South Africa.—Copy of Correspon- | 
dence relative to the treatment of Natives | 


by the Boers. | 
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35. South Africa.—Copy of Further 
Correspondence relative to the treatment 
of Natives by the Boers. 


36. Agricultural Statistics (Ireland).— 
Copy of Abstracts showing the Acreage 
under Crops and the number of Live 
Stock in each county and province of 
Ireland, 1900-1901. 

37. Banking, Railways, and Shipping 
Statistics (Ireland).—Copy of Report for 
the half-year ended 30th June 1901. 

38. Irish Land Commission (Proceed- 
ings).—Copy of Return of Proceedings of 
the Commission during the month of 
March 190}. 


39. Irish Land Commission (Proceed- 
Copy of Return of Proceedings 
of the Commission during the month of 
April 1901. 

40. Irish Land Commission (Proceed- 
ings).—Copy of Return of Proceedings of 
the Commission during the month of May 
1901. 

41. Agrarian Outrages (Ireland).— 
Copy of Return for the quarter ended 
30th September 1901. 

42. Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1887 
(Eviction Notices).—Copy of Return of 
Eviction Notices tiled during the quarter 
ended 30th September 1901. 

43. Agriculture and Technical Instruc- 





‘tion (Ireland).—Copy of First Annual 


General Report of the Department of 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction for 
Ireland, 1900-1901. 

44. Evictions (Ireland).--Copy of Re- 
turn of Evictions in Ireland for the quar- 
ter ended 30th September 1901. 


45. Irish Land Commission (Proceed- 
ings).—Copy of Return of Proceedings 
during the months of June and July 1901. 

46. Agricultural Statistics (Ireland) 
(Migratory Labourers).—Copy of Report 
and Tables relating to Irish Migratory 
Agricultural and other Labourers for the 
year 1901. 

47.—Irish Land Commission (Judicial 
Rents).—Copy of Return of Judicial 


| Rents fixed during the month of January 
1901. 


48. Census of Ireland, 1901.—Copy of 


| Census of Ireland, 1901. PartI. Vol. I. 


Province of Leinster (County of Carlow). 


49. National Education (Ireland).— 
Copy of Appendix to the Sixty-seventh 











75 Parliamentary 


Report of the Commissioners, being for 
the year 1900. Section IT. 


50. National Education (Ireland).— 
Copy of Appendix to the Sixty-seventh 
Report of the Commissioners, being for 
the year 1900 Section III. 


51. Irish Land Commission (Proceed- 
ings).—Copy of Return of Proceedings 
during the month of August 1901. 

52. Irish Land Commission (Proceed- 


ings).—Copy of Return of Proceedings 
during the month of September ~901. 

53. Irish Land Commission (Judicial 
Rents.—Copy of Return of Judicial Rents 
fixed during the month of February 1901. 

54. Agricultural Statistics (Ireland).— 
Copy of Tables showing the extent in 
statute acres, the produce of Crops for the 
year 1901, &e. 

55. Local Taxation (Ireland). Copy of 
Returns for the year 1899-1900. 

5. Irish Land Commission (Rules). 
Copy of Rules made by the Irish Land 
Commission under the Land Purchase 
Acts, dated 17th Mey 1901. 

57. General Prisons (Ireland) Act, 
1877.—Copy of Order closing the Prisons 
at Carrick-on-Shanncn, Enniskillen, 
Mullingar, Omagh, Wicklow, and Drog- 
heda. 

58. Scottish Agricultural Prices. 
Copy of Report of the Departmental 
Committee appointed by the Board of 
Agriculture to inquire and report upon 
the existing methods of collecting and 
recording the Prices of Agricultural Pro- 
ducts in Scotland, with Copy of the 
Minute appointing the Committee. 

59. Scottish Agricultural Prices.— 
Copy of Minutes of Evidence taken before 
the Departmental Commitiee appointed 
by the Board of Agriculture to inquire 
and report upon the existing methods of 
collecting and recording the Prices of 
Agricultural Products in Scotland, with 
Appendices and Index, 

60. Board of Agriculture.—Copy of 
Annual Report on the Distribution of 
Grants for Agricultural Education and 
Research in tke year 1900-1901, &e. 

61. Board of Education (Special Re- 
ports).—Copy of Special Reports on 

Educational Subjects, Vol. 7. Rural 
Education in France. 


62.—Board of Education (Special Re- 
ports).—Copy of Special Reports on 
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Educational Subjects, Vol. 8. Education 
in Scandinavia, Switzerland, Holland, 
Hungary, &e. 

63. Board of Education (Special Re- 
ports) Copy of Special Reports on 
Educational Subjects, Vol. 9. Education 
in Germany. 


64. Board of Education (Special Re- 

_ports).—Copy of Special Reports on 

Educational Subjects, Vol. 10. Education 
in the United States of America. 


65. Board of Education.—Copy of Re- 
ports from University Colleges, 1901. 

66. Crofter and Cottar Colonisation 
Scheme.—Copy of Twelfth Report of 
the Commissioners appointed to carry out 
a Scheme of Colonisation in the Dominion 
of Canada of Crofters and Cottars from 
the Western Highlands and Islands of 
Scotland, with Appendices 

67. Judicial Statistics (Scotland).— 
Copy of Report on the Judicial Statistics 
of Scotland for the year 1900. 

68. Census of Scotland, 1901 —Copy 
of Return of Population, &e. of Parlia- 
mentary Constituencies. 

69. Post Office (Parcel Post between 
the United Kingdom and Uruguay).— 
Copy of Agreement between the British 
and Uruguayan Post Offices concerning 
the Exchange of Parcels by Parcel Post. 

70. Peterhead Harbour.—Copy of Re- 
ports respecting Peterhead Harbour 
Works. 

71. Meteorology.—Copy of Report of 
the Meteorological Council to the Royal 

| Society for the year ending 31st March 
1901. 


72. Census of England and Wales, 1901. 
—Copy of Census of England and Wales, 
1901 (County of London). 

73. Food Preservatives (Committee).— 
Copy of Report of the Departmental 
Committee appointed to inquire into the 
use of preservatives and colouring matters: 
in the preservation and colouring of Food, 
together with Minutes of Evidence, 
Appendices, and Index. 

74. Fog Signals.—Copy of Report cf 
Trinity House Fog Signal Committee on 
Experiments conducted at St. Catherine’s 
Point, Isle of Wight, in 1901. 


75. Railways (Continuous Brakes).— 
Copy of Return by the Railway Com- 
_panies of the United Kingdom on the 
progress made in the use of Continuous. 
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Brakes, &c., for the six months ending| 82. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy 
the 30th June 1901. * | of Order made by the Light Railway 

76. Light Railways Act, 1896.—C / Commissioners, and confirmed by the 
of oder” made te oe Light "Baller Board of Trade, amending the Welsh- 
: ‘.| pool and Llanfair Light Railway Order, 


Commissioners, and modified and con- | P° : : 
firmed by the Board of Trade, authorising | 1899 (Welshpool and Llanfair Light 
| Railway Amendment Order, 1901. 


the construction of Light Railways in the 
city of Wakefield, and the townships of | 83. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy 
Horbury, Alverthorpe, Sandal Magna and of Order made by the Light Railway 
Outwood, in the west riding of the county | Commissioners, and confirmed by the 
of York (Wakefield and District Light | Board of Trade, amending the Hadlow 
Railway Order, 1901). Light Railway Order, 1897 (Hadlow 
77. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy | Light Railway Amendment Order, 1901). 
of Order made by the Light Railway 84. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy 
Commissioners, and modified and con-| of Order made by the Light Railway 
firmed by the Board of Trade, authorising | Commissicners, and modified and con- 
the construction of Light Railways in the firmed by the Board of Trade, autho- 
city of Durham, the parish of Brancepeth, | rising the construction of a Light Railway 
the urban district of Brandon and in the county of Essex, to join the 
Byshottles, and the parishes of Bear-| proposed Elsenham: Thaxted, and Bard- 
park, Neville’s Cross, and St. Oswald’s, field Light Railway with the Colne 
in the county of Durham (Durham and Valley and Halstead Railway (Bardfield 
District Light Railways Order, 1901). | and Sible Hedingham Light Railway 
78. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy | Order, 1901). 
of Order made by the Light Railway 85. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy 
Commissioners, and modified and con-|of Order made by the Light Railway 
firmed by the Board of Trade, authorising Commissioners, and confirmed by the 
the construction of a Light Railway in | Board of Trade, authorising the con- 
the county of Somerset from Bridgwater | struction of Light Railways in the parish 
to Nether Stowey and Stogursey (Bridg | of Mitcham, in the rural district of 
water, Stowey, and Stogursey Light | Croydon, in the county of Surrey 
Railway Order, 1901). (Mitcham Li,ht Railway Order, 1901). 
79. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Cony | 86. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy 
of Order made by the Light Railway of Order made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and modified and con- Commissioners, and confirmed by the 
tirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising Board of Trade, amending The Ames- 
the construction of Light Railways in the bury and Military Camp Light Railway 
county of Somerset, in the city and county Order, 1895 (Amesbury and Military 
borough of Bath, and in the rural district Camp Light Railway Amendment Order, 
of Bath (Bath and District Light Railways 1901). 
Order, 1901). | 87. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy 
80. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy of Order made by the Light Railway 
of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, and modified and con- 
Commissioners, and modified and con- | firmed by the Board of Trade, authorising 
firmed by the Board of Trade, authorising | the construction of Light Railways in the 
the construction of a Light Railway in rural district of Halesowen, in the county 
the counties of Norfolk and Suffolk from of Worcester (Halesowen Light Railway 
Bury St. Edmunds to Stanton, Walsham- Order, 1901). 
le-Willows, South Lopham, and Diss,| 88. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy 
(Bury and Diss Light Railway Order, of Order made by the Light Railway 
1901). | Commissioners, and modified and con- 
81. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy firmed by the Board of Trade, authorising 
of Order made by the Light Railway | the construction of Light Railways in the 
Commissioners, and modified and con-| urban districts of Rishton, Clayton-le- 
firmed by the Board of Trade, autho-| Moors, Great Harwood, and Padiham, 
rising the construction of Light Railways | the rural districts of Clitherhoe and 
in the county of Derby from Derby to, Burnley, and the parishes or townships 
Ashbourne (Derby and Ashbourne Light | of Read, Simonstone, and Whalley, and 
Railway Order, 1901). (under certain conditions) in the county 
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borough of Blackburn, all in the County 
Palatine of Lancaster 


Order, 1901). 

89. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy 
of Order made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and modified and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade, authorising 
the construction of Light Railways in the 
boroughs of Kidderminster and Bewdley, 
and in the parish of Kidderminster 
Foreign, in the rural district of Kidder- | 
minster, in the county of Worcester | 
(Kidderminster and Bewdley Light 
Railways Order, 1901). 

90. Light Railways Act, 1896.—Copy 
of Order made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and modified and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade, amending 
the Tanat Valley Light Railway Order, 
1898 (Tanat Valiey Light Railway 
Amendment Order, 1901). 

91. Straits Settlements (Federated 
Malay States).—Copy of Reports on the 
Federated Malay States for 1900. 

92. Court of Colonial Appeal.—Copy 
of Correspondence relating to the Pro- 
posed Establishment of a Final Court of 
Colonial Appeal. 

93. South Africa.—Copy of Further | 
Papers relating to Legislation in the | 
Transvaal affecting Natives. 

94. South Africa.—Copy of Further 
Correspondence relating to Affairs in 
South Africa. 

95. South Africa.—Copy of Further 
Papers relating to the Working of the 
Refugee Camps in the Transvaal, Orange 
River Colony, Cape Colony, and Natal. 

96. South Africa.—Copy of Further 
Papers relating to the Working of the 
Refugee Camps in South Africa. 

97. Colonial Reports (Miscellaneous). 
—Copy of Report, No. 18 (Hong Kong, 
Report on Operations in the New) 
Territory during 1900). 

98. Colonial Reports (Miscellaneous).— 
Copy of Report, No. 17 (Gilbert and 
Ellice Islands, Report for 1896-1900). 

99. Colonial Reports (Annual).—Copies 
of Reports, Nos. 330 (Straits Settlements, 
Annual Report for 1900), 331 (Fiji, 
Annual Report for 1900), 332 (St. Lucia, 
Annual Report for 1900), 333 (Seychelles, 
Annual Report for 1900), 334 (Falkland 
Islands, Annual Report tor 1900), 335 | 
{Mauritius and Rodrigues, Annual Report | 

{ 
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(for 1900), 336 (British New Guinea, 
(Blackburn, | 


Whalley, and Padiham Light Railways ‘Yslands, Annual Report for 1900), 338 


| Surrender of Fugitive Criminals. 
at Belgrade, 6th December | 23rd Novem- 
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Report for 1899-1900), 337 (Leeward 


(Trinidad and Tobago, Annual Report for 
1900), 339 (British Honduras, Annual 
Report for 1900), 340 (Hong Kong, 
Annual Report for 1900), 341 (Ceylon, 
Annual Report for 1900), 342 (Gibraltar, 
Annual Report for 1900), 343 (Basuto- 
land, Report for 1900-1901), 344 (Gold 
Coast, Annual Report for 1900), 345 


| (Grenada, Annual Report for 1900). 


100. Treaty Series (No. 7, 1901).— 
Copy of Convention between the United 
Kingdom and Denmark for the Exchange 
of Press Telegrams at reduced rates, 


Signed at Copenhagen, 15th August 
1901. 
101.—Egypt (No. 3, 1901).—Copy of 


Correspondence respecting an assault on 
British Officers near Cairo. 

102. Treaty Series (No. 9, 1901).— 
Copy of International Convention for 
the Pacific Settlement of International 
Disputes. Signed at the Hague, 29th 
July, 1899. With an Appendix contain- 
ing Certificates of Exchange of such 
Ratifications of Powers parties to the 
Convention as had been deposited at 
the Hague down to 15th July 1901. 

103. Treaty Series (No. 11, 1901).— 
Copy of International Convention with 
respect to the Laws and Customs of 
War by Land. Signed at the Hague, 
29th July 1899. With an Appendix 
containing Certificates of Exchange of 


‘such Ratifications of Powers parties to 
'the Convention as had been deposited at 


the Hague down to 15th July 1901. 

104. Treaty Series (No. 10, 1901).— 
Copy of International Convention for 
adapting to Maritime Warfare the 
principles of the Geneva Convention of 
22nd August 1864. Signed at the Hague, 
29th July 1899. With an Appendix 


| coutaining certificates of Exchange of 


such Ratifications of Powers parties to 
the Convention as had been deposited at 
the Hague down to 15th July 1901. 

105. Treaty Series (No. 8, 1901).— 
Copy of Treaty between the United 
Kingdom and Servia for the Mutual 
Signed 


ber 1900. Ratifications exchanged at 
Belgrade, 13th March | 28th February 


/ 1901. 


106. United States (No. 1, 1902).— 
Copy of Correspondence respecting the 
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Treaty signed at Washington, 18th| SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
November 1901, relative to the estab-| Account presented, of the Receipts and 
lishment of a communication by Ship | Expenditure of the Paymaster General on 


Canal between the Atlantic and Pacific | behalf of the Supreme Court of Judica 


Oceans. 

107. Trade Reports (Annual Series).— 
Copies of Diplomatic and Consular 
Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2696 to 
2738. 

108. Trade Reports (Miscellaneous 
Series).—Copies of Diplomatic and Con- 


sular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, Nos. | 


564 to 571. 


Ordered, that the said Papers do lie 
upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


GENERAL LIGHTHOUSE FUND. 
Account presented, of the General 
Lighthouse Fund showing the Income and 
Expenditure for the year ended 31st 
March, 1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 1.] 


EAST INDIA (PETITIONS OF OFFICERS 
OF PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT). 
Return presented, relative to [Address 

15th March, 1901; Mr. Kimber]; to lie 

upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (LOANS RAISED IN INDIA) 

Copy presented, of Return of all Loans 
raised in India, chargeable on the 
Revenues of India, outstanding at the 
commencement of the half-year ending on 
the 30th September 1901, We. [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 2.] 

EAST INDIA (LOANS RAISED IN 
ENGLAND.) 

Copy presented, of Return of all Loans 
raised in England, chargeable on the 
tevenues of India, outstanding at the 
commencement of the half-year ending on 


the 30th September 1901 [by Act]; to | 


lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 3.] 


REVENUES OF CYPRUS. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 16th August 1901; Mr. Peir- 
point] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 4.] 


| ture, in respect of the Funds of Suitors 
/of the Court, in the year ended 28th 
| February 1901; also Account of the 
| National Debt Commissioners for the 
| same period in respect of Funds held by 
‘them on behalf of the Supreme Court of 
| Judicature ; together with the Report of 
,the Comptroller and Auditor General 
| thereon [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, 
| and to be printed. [No. 5.] 
| BANK OF ENGLAND. 
| Copy presented, of Return of the 
/amount of Notes issued more than 40 
| years which have not been presented for 
payment, and which have been written 
off on the 14th November 1901, from 
| the total amount of Notes issued from the 
Issue Department of the Bank of England 
| [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


CHELSEA HOSPITAL. 
Account presented, for the year ended 
| 31st March 1901, with the Report of the 
| Comptroller and Auditor General thereon 
| [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No, 6.] 


| 


TREASURY CHEST. 
| Account presented, for the year 1900- 
| 1901, together with the Report of the 
Comptroller and Auditor General thereon 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
| be printed. [No. 7.] 
SUPERANNUATIONS. 
| Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
| dated 5th October 1901, declaring that 
| for the due and efficient discharge of the 
|duties of the office of Director of 
| Engineering and Architectural Works 
under the Board of Admiralty pro 
| fessional or other peculiar qualifications 
|not ordinarily to be acquired on the 
| Public Service are required [by Act]; to 
| lie upon the Table. 
| 

SUPERANNUATIONS. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute 
dated 26th November 1901, declaring 
that for the due and efficient discharge of 
the duties of the office of Instructor in 
Antique Life Drawing and Anatomy at 
the Royal College of Art professional or 
other peculiar qualifications not ordinarily 
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to be acquired on the Public Service are 
required [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 18th October 1901 declaring that 
John Thomas Staines, Artificer, Royal 
Small Arms Factory, War Office, was 


of the Head of his Department [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 11th November 1901, declaring 
that Michael Fitzpatrick, Rural Postman, 
Post Office, was appointed without a 
Civil Service Certificate through inadver- 
tence on the part of the Head of his 
Department [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 20th November 1901, declaring 
that Richard Pearce Nott, Second Class 


Sorting Clerk, Post Office, was appointed | 


without a Civil Service Certificate through 
inadvertence on the part of the Head of 
his Department [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1887. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 31st May 1900, granting a retired 
allowance to Mr. Walter Innes Pocock, 
Higher Division Clerk, Local Government 
Board, Ireland, under the Act [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SUPERANUATION ACT, 1887. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 18th November 1901, granting a 
retired allowance to Mr. William Henry 
Joyce, Resident Magistrate, Ireland, 
under the Act [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 
CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877 (CAMBRIDGE). 


Copy presented, of Statutes made by | 


the Governing Body of Peterhouse, or 
St. Peter’s College, Cambridge, on 16th 
March 1901, in substitution for Statute 
XXIX. of the Statutes of that College 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 8. 
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‘GREENWICH HOSPITAL ACTS, 1865 
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AND 1869. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council 
of 26th September 1901, authorizing the 
payment to non-Pensioners of certain 
allowances from the funds of the Green- 
which Hespital [by Act]; to lie upon the 


. Table. 


appointed without a Civil Service Certi- 
ficate through inadvertence on the part | 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 


Copy presented, of Order in Council 
of 26th September 1901, applying the 
provisions of sub-section (1) of Section 
238 of The Merchant Shipping Act, 1894 
(Merchant Seamen Deserters) in the case 
of the Republic of Honduras [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


DOCKYARD PORTS REGULATION ACT, 
1865. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council, 
dated 26th September 1901, defining the 
the limits of the Dockvard Port of 
Berehaven [by Act]; to lie upon the 


| Table. 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL ACTS, 
1872. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council 
of 4th November 1901, authorizing the 
grant of a pension of £130 a year from 
the Funds of Greenwich Hospital to the 
late Medical Officer at the Royal Hospital 
School [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES ACTS, 1878 
AND 1889, AND WEIGHTS AND 
MEASURES (METRIC SYSTEM) ACT, 
1897. 

Copy presented, of Order in Coune1 
of 4th November 1901, fixing Fees to be 
paid on the verification and stamping of 
Weights, Measures, and Weighing Instru- 
ments of the metric system |by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT. 1894. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council 
of 4th November 1901, confirming pilot- 
age bye laws made by the Trinity House 
of Kingston-upon-Hull [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897. 
Copy presented, of Order in Council 
of 10th December 1901, further post- 
poning the operation of the Order in 
Council of 18th July 1898, as regards the 
City of London, until the first March 
1902 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


1865 to: 








85 


Coy 
of 26 
Strait 
1901 | 


FOR 

Cor 
of 26 
Ashan 
to lie 


FOR 

Cop 
of 26t 
Order 
relatin 
Count 
near O 


[by Ac 


FOR. 
Cop 
of 26t 
Gold | 
Act]; 


FOR! 
Con 
of 26t 
Northe 
in Cou 
the Ta 


GOVI 

Cop) 
of 10t 
statem« 
appoin' 
in the | 
State f 
lie upo 


V 

Copy 
of 10tl 
Order i 
respect 
Assizes 
Circuits 


Sol 


Copy 
Lord K 
1901, r 
South J 
the Tak 


SOL 
Copy 





84 
1865. 


neil 
g the 
tain 
reen- 
n the 


4. 


uneil 
r the 
ction 
1894 
case 


\ct] ; 


65 to: 


unci! 
r the 
from 
» the 
pital 
le. 


1878 
AND 
KCT, 


unel 
to be 
ig of 
stru- 
|; to 


4. 

ancil 
yilot- 
ouse 
o lie 


ineil 
post- 
r in 
; the | 
arch | 





Address in Reply to 


EXTRADITION ACT, 1870. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council, 
of 26th September 1901, entitled The 
Straits Settlements Extradition Order, 
1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 
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FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 
Copy presented, of Order in Council 
of 26th September 1901, entitled The 


Ashanti Order, in Council, 1901, [by Act}; | 


to lie upon the Table. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 


Copy presented, of Order in Council | 
of 26th September 1901, revoking the | 
Order in Council of 29th ‘December 1887 | 


relating to British Jurisdiction in divers 
Countries on the West Coast of Africa 
near or adjacent to the Gold Coast Colony 
{by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 
Copy presented, of Order in Council 


of 26th September 1901, entitled The | 


Gold Coast Order in Council, 1901 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890.: 
Copy presented, of Order in Council 
of 26th September 1901, entitled The 


Northern Territories (Gold Coast) Order | 


in Council, 1901 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


GOVERNMENT OF INDIA ACT, 1858. 
Copy presented, of Order in Council 

of 10th December 1901, approving a 

statement of proposed new and revised 


appointments and alterations of salaries | 


in the establishment of the Secretary of 
State for India in Council [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


WINTER ASSIZES ACT, 1876. 
Copy presented, of Order in Council 
of 10th December 1901, amending the 
Order in Council of 28th July 1893, with 
respect to the Winter and Summer 
Assizes on the North and South Wales 
Circuits [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICA (DESPATCHES). 
Copy presented, of Despatch by General 
Lord Kitchener, dated 8th of November 
1901, relative to Military Operations in 
South Africa [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICA (DESPATCHES). 
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| Lord Kitchener, dated 8th December 
1901, relative to Military Operations in 
South Africa [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


the King’s Speech. 


PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

1. Mersey Docks and Harbour Board,— 
Accounts of the Mersey Docks and 
Harbour Board for the year ending 1st 
| July 1901 [by Act]. 

2. Lunacy,—Copy of Report to the 
| Lord Chancellor of the number of visits 
made, the number of patients seen, and 
the number of miles travelled by the 
visitors of lunatics between Ist April 
/1901 and 30th September 1901 [by Act];: 
| 3. Supreme Court (Rules),—Copy of 
| Rules of the Supreme Court, dated 13th 
December 1901 [by Act]. 

4. Supreme Court Funds Rule,—Copy 
'of Supreme Court Funds Rule 174, dated 

27th December 1901 [by Act}. 
| 5. Margate Pier and Harbour,—Copy 
'of Report and Statement of Accounts for 
the year ending 5th April 1901 [by Act]. 


; ADDRESS IN REPLY TO HIS MAJESTY’S’ 
MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 
[First DAy’s DEBATE.] 


(5.10.) Cor. HARRY McCALMONT 


(Cambridgeshire, Newmarket): In ris- 
ing to discharge the responsible but 


honourable task that has this day been 
allotted to me, I must first crave that 
indulgence which has always been accorded 
by this House to the Mover of the Address, 
especially when he is one who, as in my 
case, has never previously trespassed upon 
the patience of Members. His Majesty, 
in the gracious speech he has just now 
_ delivered to us, as is most natural, touches 

in the first place, on the safe home-coming 
, of their Royal Highnesses the Prince and 

Princess of Wales, after a long but memor- 

able voyage, in the course of which they 
,have visited every country and depen- 

dency of this great Empire. It is indeed 
‘most gratifying for the country to be able 
| to look back on that voyage, and reflect 
|that for upwards of six months their 
| Royal Highnesses were travelling round 

the world, during which period they never 
{set foot on territory over which the 
| British flag did not fly, and throughout the 
| whole of which time they were not in any 
| place where the English language was not 


Copy presented, of Despatch by General | spoken, and, in the words of the Address, 
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“they had everywhere been received with | determining the succession to the Throne, 
demonstrations of the liveliest affection.” | but thanks to the sagacious, firm rule of 
I am sure the voyage has done very much | the late Ameer and the steps he had 
to cement the component parts of this | taken to insure the undisputed succession, 
Empire, and that the loyal feelings | 
throughout the Colonies have been in- | 


creased and accentuated by that royal 
progress which came to such a happy 


last. 

His Majesty next deals with his friendly 
relations with other Powers. I am sure 
the country is to be congratulated on the 
existing state of affairs, especially with 
regard to our present cordial relations 


the change of sovereignty was assumed 
under circumstances which gave fair 
indications of a peaceful and prosperous 


“reign. 
conclusion in the month of November | 


If I pass over the topics of domestic 


_ legislation referred to us for consideration, 


with the United States of America, when | 


one thinks that the clouds havedisappeared 
entirely from that part of the political 
horizon which loomed so darkly there not 
so long ago when differences of opinion 
arose on the Venezuelan question ; dif- 
ferences which threatened to plunge us 
into a struggle with those we look upon 


it is not because I in any way wish to 
disparage their importance, but it is 
because there is one other question which 
is at present engaging, if not monopolis- 
ing, the attention of all His Majesty’s 


subjects, both in this country and 
|throughout the world. I refer, of 


as kinsfolk across the Atlantic ; a struggle | 


which would have been more disastrous 
than one with any other country to which 
we were not so bound by blood, language, 
and tradition. I am glad to learn that 
in place of those differences these friendly 
relations exist, and I hope that the treaty 
just concluded, and whatever other nego- 
tiations may be entered into between the 


two great English-speaking countries of | 
oD oD 


the world may be conducted with that 
spirit of mutual regard and respect which 
now happily prevail, and that such 
measures may be of benefit, not only for 
those countries themselves, but also for 
the prosperity of the trade and commerce 
of the whole of the civilised world. 


moment upon the paragraph of the Speech 
which refers to the succession to the 
throne of the New Ruler of Afghanistan. 
The affairs of that country have in the past 
‘caused grave and serious complications 
on our Indian frontier, and that country 
itself has been more than once the scene of 


military operations of no small character. | 


I think we could not, therefore, be indif- 
ferent to anything which tends to the 
peace and internal quiet of the great 
neighbouring State on the North Western 
boundary of the Indian Empire. It was 


with feelings of grave apprehension that | 


the country learnt of the death, last 
autumn, of the late Ameer, who had 


always proved himself to be a true friend | 


of Great Britain, and it was feared that | 


course, to those paragraphs in the most 
gracious message from the throne, which 
deal with the conflict still unhappily 
raging, but, I am glad to say, with 
steadily diminishing resistance, in those 
parts of the King’s dominions situated 
in South Africa. There is no attempt 
in the passages of the Speech devoted 
to this subject to minimise the diff- 
culties which confront us. The situation, 
fortunate or unfortunate as it may be 
deemed by those who hold conflicting 
opinions, is honestly laid before us, and 
the only possible policy to pursue in the 
existing circumstances—and to them I 
shall revert later—is forcibly brought to 
the notice, not only of this House, but 
also of the country and the Empire. 


We are told that the war in South 
Africa has not yet been concluded, 
though the course of operations has 


| been favourable to our arms ; that the 
I think I am justified in touching for a | 
and that industries are being resumed in 


area of the war has been largely reduced, 


the new Colonies ; that the soldiers have 
throughout displayed a cheerfulness in 


-endurance, and have shown a humanity 


internal complications might ensue in| 


Colonel Harry McCalmont. 


in the treatment of the enemy deserving 
of the highest praise ; that the necessity 
of relieving those troops who have felt 
the long strain of the campaign, has again 
afforded His Majesty an opportunity of 
accepting those loyal and patriotic offers 
made by New Zealand, the Common- 
wealth of Australia and the Dominion of 
Canada. It iseasy, Sir, toread in these lines 
and between these lines thie trend of events, 
and to note the estimate formed by those 
most capable of arriving at an accurate 
judgment of the progress made towards a 
settlement, which we know to be inevitable, 
which we trust may be speedy, and which 
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when once arrived at we feel may be 
rmanent. 

The obligations of duty and honour 
imposed upon the British Nation by the 
insolent ultimatum sent, upwards of two 
years ago, by the then Presidents of 
what were known as the South African 
Republic and the Orange Free State, were 
recognised at that time not only by 
Members on both sides of this House, but 
also by every section of the community 
outside these walls, and last, but not 
least, by all those peoples of the self- 
governing Colonies beyond the seas, who 
have proved their allegiance to the 
Sovereign of this Realm and have shewn 
their devotion to the Empire to which 
they belong by a voluntary participation 
inthe struggle into which we were then 
plunged. When things looked blackest in 
the early part of the war, they rallied to our 
assistance, and they have continued since 
then to send their sons to stand shoulder 
to shoulder with the men of the Mother- 
country, and even now, after two years 
of war, when they know full well the 
hardships and privations of a long-drawn- 
out campaign, when they know there is 
no prospect of any decisive and exciting 
battle, yet we still witness their hearty 
response to the call of Imperial duty, we 
find them still ready and anxious to 
take their share of the burden, and to 
stand fast b3 the land from which they 
have sprung. 

Well, Sir, the obligations thus imposed 
upon us and thus recognised on all sides 
have not lost but rather increased in gravity 
with the course of the past two years. 
Briefly summarised, they behove us to 
adopt every precaution and every safe- 
guard to prevent a recurrence of those 
evils which have disturbed the peace of 
South Africa for upwards of a genera- 
tion, and which have culminated in 
this struggle, with its deplorable loss 
of valuable treasure, and its still more 
deplorable loss of invaluable lives. The 
one great safeguard—annexation, or, as 
some may prefer it, incorporation—of the 
territories of the two Republics, has, I 
believe, been challenged by no respon- 
sible statesmen in this country. What- 
ever differences there may be—and I 
am aware there are differences—are 
not with regard to the end in view, but 
rather with regard to the steps to be 
taken to gainthat end. I am aware that 
in some quarters there is an expressed 
desire for opening or re-opening negoti- 
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ations, either with the self-exiled Boer 
Executive now in Europe, or with the 
leaders of those commandoes still in 
the field against us in South Africa. Now, 
Sir, the very essence of negotiation 
is to have a basis whereon to nego- 
tiate. If between two parties there 
is an essential principle upon which 
neither side will give way, then negotia- 
tion is futile. Such a principle, I main- 
tain, exists in what we call annexation, 
or, if you like it, incorporation, and 
what the Boers, from their point of view, 
call absolute independence. I beg hon. 
Members not to be deceived upon this 
point. It has been my fortunate lot, 
and an honour which I would not have 
foregone, to have served with the Army 
sent to that country two years ago, any 
in the course of my duties, extendin 

over more than a year, I was brough® 
into contact with various individuals 

official and otherwise, members of thos? 
communities with whom we are at war® 
and the one thing that they appear to care» 
for, and for which they are struggling 
with a persistency we cannot but respect, 
while we deplore its consequences, is 
their absolute independence, not only of 
British rule, but also of British ideas. 
That is the gulf which divides us. 
The question, as the High Commis- 
sioner pointed out long before the 
war, is not one of flags or political insti- 
tutions, but of opposite and irreconcilable 
systems. The differences which lec to the 
struggle in which we are engaged do not 
date from the Bloemfontein Conference, 
nor from the deplorable Jamieson Raid, 
nur even from the Convention signed 
after the disaster at Majuba. They date 
from the first occupation by the British 
of the Cape of Good Hope, and are 
similar in character to that difference 
which De Tocqueville foresaw would pro- 
duce, and which did produce, the desperate 
duel between the Northern and Southern 
States of America. It is the radical 
difference of the view taken respectively 
by Dutch and British of the place assigne 
to the coloured races in the scheme of 
creation. It was this irreconcilable 
antagonism which led to the battle of 
Slagter’s Nek within a year of Waterioo, 
and which prompted the great Trek, an 
incident which severed politically the 
Dutch in South Africa, but yet left them 
the same stand point of common nation- 
ality in their attitude towards the native 
,races. The Boers know as well as we 
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know that any grant of autonomy, how- | 
-ever liberal and however nearly approxi- | 
mating to complete internal independence, | 


will be coupled with a fixed resolve in 


the mind of the Imperial Government | 


. (from whichever party it may be selected) 
that British, not Dutch ideas, as_ to 
the treatment of natives shall henceforth 
be paramount and immutable. And in 
this reference to the cardinal difference 
of ideas between British and Dutch as to 
the treatment of the native population, I 

-am not considering the quescion of poli- 
tical rights or the share of the natives 
in any future political — representa- 
tion. That is a subject which ties far 
beyond the scope of my 
Rather, what 1 have in mind is a fair 
dealing with the lower types of civiliza- 
tion, and the rightful claim they have 
upon a superior race to he tieated 
according to the principles of humanity 
and justice as established by Great 
Britain in all her dealings with ihe 
native races throughout all her depend- 
encies. 

It is against this substitution of the 
3ritish system for the Dutch system 
that the Boers are still engaged ‘in their 
stubborn and relentless resistance, and 
on this point neither His Majesty’s 
Government nor his subjects through- 
out the world will ever agree to a 
compromise. My own conviction, based 
upon personal observation, is that con- 
ciliation and clemency, after the Boers 
have accepted our light and easy yoke, 
may and will work wonders towards 
acquiescence, but that any trifling with 
those principles which, to the eternal 
credit of the British race, have always 
governed our dealings with natives, 
though it might for the moment secure 
a sham and artificial peace, would 
certainly, in a future not very remote, 
be productive of evils greater and more 
formidable than those with which we 
now have to cope. 

Now, Sir, one word as to the manner in 
which this war has been conducted. The 
true history of the war may not be 
written and published for many years, 
and a new generation may, in the course 
of time, have at their disposal facts, and 
the fulfilment of facts, which we at this 
moment do not possess. Yet one fact 
will assuredly stand out prominently, 
and be handed down as a record of | 
impartial history—-that this war has been | 

. conducted with a degree of ee 
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remarks. 
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and forbearance unknown in the annals 
of armed conflicts. The British soldier, 
of whatever grade, be he Regular or 
Militiaman, Yeoman or Volunteer, whether 
town-bred, country-bred, or Colonial, will 
be found to have proved himself through- 
out this long and trying time to have 
behaved, even to his detriment, as 
humanely and as kindly in his dealings 
with a civil population abandoned by their 
own protectors to his charge, as he has 
always been cheerful under privations 
and heroic in action. The calumnies 
heaped upon him by irresponsible indi- 
viduals, 6,000 miles from the scene of 
action, have been more than refuted by 
the testimony of those who accompanied 
him in the field. And the very fact 
that our enemies, headed by their own 
aged President, did not hesitate to leave 
in his hands all those nearest and dearest 
to them, proves that they regarded the 
British soldier as worthy of the character 
he has always borne—namely, that of a 
hero and a gentleman, 

[ must apologise, Sir, for having 
detained the House so long, and so 
exclusively on the few passages in the 
gracious Speech from the Throne which 
I have quoted, but my excuse must be 
the deep anxiety I have in the final 
settlement of South Africa, and my 
interest in maintaining and upholding 
the unblemished reputation which our 
army has in the mind of every one who 
has taken any part, however humble, 
in this great struggle. I beg to move 
the Resolution. 


(5.27.) Sin EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter): 
I rise to second the Address which has 
been proposed in such vigorous terms by 
the uon. Member for the Newmarket 
Division. In doing so, I am profoundly 
sensible of the honour conferred upon 
the ancient City which I represent, and 
I am no less sensible of my inability to 
discharge the duty assigned to me with- 
out a large measure of that indulgence 
and leniency which the House is accus- 
tomed to accord to those who attempt 
this honourable and difficult task. I had 
willingly seen it confided to one who, 
by the opportunities of his career, had 
enjoyed more frequent occasions of 
addressing public assemblies. Honour- 
able Members who, like myself, have 
spent a great part of their life either 
in foreign lands or in one of the great 
Dependencies of our Empire, and who 
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have been engaged there in a life of 
action or of administration, stand hardly 
on an equality with those—their more 
fortunate colleagues—whose Parliamen- 
tary apprenticeship commenced immedi- 
ately they quitted the public school or 
the University. 

Sir, this session has already been 
marked by an auspicious event. The 
opening of Parliament by His Majesty 


in person is regarded with deep satisfac- , 


tion by both Houses, and the people of 


this country have availed themselves | 
with enthusiasm of the opportunity to | 


display their loyalty and _ affection 
towards His Majesty in this the year of 
his coronation. 

In perusing the clauses of His 
Majesty’s most gracious message, it will 
be observed that no mention is made of 
procedure, although important changes 


in it have been announced on_ high | 


authority. This omission is in accord- 


ance with the precedent of 1882, and is | 


based upon the view that a modification 


of our method of debate is the exclusive | 
The First Lord | 
this | 
subject the other day, stated that one | 


concern of this House. 
of the Treasury, speaking on 


of the chief difficulties arose from the 
fact that this House contains more 
than 600 members who are 
anxious to take part in its discussions. 
I recognise the ability, but, judging from 
my own feelings, I am somewhat sceptical 


about the burning anxiety to speak. | 
What, however, we are all anxious to do, | 
within the limits of our respective capa- | 
cities, is to make some personal contribu- | 


tion of work to the accomplishment of 
the great task which devolves upon this 
Assembly. 
this, either through Committees or some 


other form of devolution, than to greater | 


facilities for oratory, that I trust the 
modifications of procedure will tend. 


Sir, I shall not detain the House by a. 
discussion of the paragraph relating to | 


the war in South Africa. That has been 
already dealt with by one who has the 


fullest right to speak, having devoted | 


two years of voluntary and distinguished 
service to the campaign. 
from: the means to the end, from the 


lurid and desolate picture of the war to’ 


the era of peace and prosperity which 
is slowly dawning over that much-tried 


land. Perhaps the greatest task before | 


the House and the country is the re- 
settlement, the regeneration, of South 
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Africa, and it islargely by success or failure 
in that duty that the place in history 
of this Parliament will be determined. 
I agree with those who have said that-- 
once peace is made—we must be generous 
and magnanimous to the Boers, that we 
must offer them every inducement to 
become loyal subjects of the British 
Crown. But, Sir, while I advocate this 
policy, I would not have the Government 
forget that racial differences are at the 
root of the problem in South Africa, as 
they are at the root of many other 
/problems, and that it would be 
‘the height of folly to imagine 
| that race prejudice can be quickly 
|eradicated by generosity, however 
lavish, We have had enough of the 
doctrine that every man can be bought. 
If there is one clear lesson which can 
be learnt from recent history, it is that 
our sheet anchor in South Africa must be 
men of our own race. The great hope of 
abiding peace in the country, the true 
guarantee of stability, must be derived 
from a large increase of men of British 
blood established on the land there, men 
ready at call to assert their own freedom 
and the rights of this Empire. And I 
| believe that there is no use to which the 
| public funds of this country can be 
applied with greater benefit, there is no 
act of administration more truly economi- 
cal in its ultimate effect, than liberal aid 


ito new colonists of suitable character 
and of suitable training. The stream 
of emigration which flows from 


these shores may become, if properly 
directed, a potent influence of tranquil- 
lity and strength. And, Sir, I believe 
'that we have in the Colonial Secretary 
a statesman who will know how to 
utilise in the best manner this powerful 
instrument of pacification. 

There are many precedents for such a 
policy. The greatest colonising power 
of antiquity, the only rival in the art 
whose claims Great Britain need acknow- 
ledge, owed much of its strength to 
quast-military colonies. The second 
precedent which I will adduce is of 
more recent date. In 1820 small colonies 
of English and Scotch were established 
by His Majesty’s Government on the 
eastern border of Cape Colony. About 
5,000 men, women and children were 
assisted in their passage to the Cape, 
and in their establishment on the land 
'there. The total cost to this country did 
| not exceed £70,000. Eight years later, 
| 
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in 1900, in the darkest days for the 
Imperial cause, the descendants of those 
5,000 colonists played a prominent—I 
may say a decisive—part in maintaining 
British authority. I think that is an 
example which may be followed with 
advantage. 

I turn now to a question nearer home. 
An early and honourable place in the 
legislative programme of the present 
session was promised last year to the 
question of national education. His 
Majesty’s Speech shows that the Govern- 


ment have the firm intention of redeem- | 


ing their pledge at the earliest date. 
And, Sir, had there been no pledge and 
no promise, the time has come, by the 
consent of all, when the legislation of 
1870 must be remodelled and adapted 
to modern conditions. This is a vital 
problem for the nation. I will not 
follow a distinguished teacher who stated 
the other day that the main object of 
education was to give men pure and 
salutary occupation for their leisure. 
That appears to me to be a limited and 
paltry view. I prefer to regard education 
as means to enable the intelligence of the 
country to be applied to the work of life 


to best advantage, and I should regard any | 
scheme of education as defective which did | 
not render its followers better able to help | 


themselves and better able to serve their 
country. In education, as in architec- 
ture, the worst style is the ornate. This 
question of education has become so 
technical that it is perhaps rash in a mere 
layman to approach the discussion of it. 
I trust I shall not evoke dissent from 
any section of the House, if I express the 
conviction that the scheme of education 


which this country requires is not to be | 


found in the schoolrooms of the Continent, 
but must be elaborated ty independent 
and original English thought, guided by 
particular acquaintance with national 
characteristics and national idiosyncrasies. 
No observe. can have seen Britons side 
by side with men of the different countries 
of Continental Europe without arriving at 
the conclusion that — whether we are 
better or worse—we are certainly different ; 


and this difference is so profound that | 


many nations have experienced difficulty 


of late in appreciating our peculiar charm | 


The truth is, we are islanders, 
have an_ invincible 


and merit. 
and as such we 


prejudice against any plan or system 
which has been elaborated on the main- 
land. We must solve our own problems. 


Sir Edgar Vincent 


{COMMONS} 
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Sir, there is no more important para- 
graph in the King’s Speech than that 
which refers to India. We may all rejoice 
at the improvement in the material con- 
dition of that country, at the diminution 
of the famine, and at the existence of a 
large surplus. We owe a great debt 
of gratitude to the present Viceroy. By 
a rare combination of temperament and 
intellect, he has been able to gratify at 
once the Oriental taste for splendour and 
the English passion for common sense and 
hard work. 

In conclusion, the House will perhaps 
allow me to say a few words upon the 
_ paragraph relating to finance. I approach 
the subject with some hesitation, lest the 
strong views which I hold upon many 
points connected with our financial ad- 
ministration should tempt me to contro- 
versy, and to exceed the bounds which 
custom assigns to discussion on an occasion 
like the present. It is, however, an agree- 
able task to congratulate the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer upon the manner in 
which the revenue of this country has 
kept up, notwithstanding a slight slacken- 
ing of trade, notwithstanding the inevit- 
able strain of war. I have no knowledge 
of his estimates of revenue and expendi- 
ture for the coming year. But I feel 
every confidence that the situation will 
be faced upon those orthodox lines to 
which I profess an unswerving allegiance. 
Speaking for myself, my earnest desire 
‘is to see the control of this Horse over 
expenditure rendered more _ practical 
and more effective, and I urge hon. 

Members to establish clearly in their own 
minds the distinction between that con- 
‘trol over expenditure before the event 
which prevents extravagance, and con- 
trol after the event, and which merely 
aims at regularity and order. The 
Committee of Public Accounts performs 
efficient service to the State as re- 
gards the latter, but the supervision of 
the House in respect of possible extra- 
vagance is, in my judgment, far from 
satisfactory. The problem is to provide 
for a careful revision of our expenditure 
without trenching upon the functions of 
the whole House, which is alone com- 
petent to discuss “Policy,” and without 
infringing the wholesome rule of Minis- 
‘terial responsibility. The object I 
seek to attain is not a blind reduction 
‘of Estimates, but their careful, busi- 
ness-like discussion; still jess is it 
to curtail the authority or privileges 








97 
of 
wo! 
sur 
ee 
Mu 
full 
con 
An 
eftic 
I 
imp 
entr 
Add 
for 
man 
me t 


M 
gol 
to H 


“ \ 
loyal 
King 
Parhi 
our |} 
the G 
has a 
ment. 
(dD, 

MAN 
bold | 
one sé 
House 
in wh 
S$essi0! 
pleasin 
Incide} 
to find 
am sul 
there 
the ad 
and si 
charge 
hon. at 
the A 
never 
this is 
than o1 
have di 
which 
in the | 
as silen 
upon tc 
may n¢ 
ambitio 
ment y¥ 


VOL. 








bt 
By 
nd 

at 
nd 
nd 


Ups 
the 
ich 
the 
ny 
ad- 
Lro- 
ich 
‘ion 
ree- 
llor 
in 
has 
cen- 
Vit- 
dge 
ndi- 
feel 
will 
| to 
nee. 
sire 
ver 
‘ical 
hon. 
own 
con- 
vent 
con- 
rely 
The 
rms 
re- 
1 of 
tra- 
rom 
vide 
ture 
s of 
:0m- 
hout 
inis- 
t I 
tion 
yusi- 
3 it 
eges 








97 Adidress in Reply to 


of the Chancellor. On the contrary, I 
would give him in this House that 
support and that backing without which 
it appears to be impossible that any 
Minister, however able, can success- 
fully resist the powerful influences 
constantly battling against true economy. 
And without economy there can be no 
efficiency. 

[ have now—I am afraid in a very 
imperfect manner—completed the task 
entrusted to me. In seconding the 
Address, I would thank hon. members 
for their courtesy, and for the generous 
manner in which they have permitted 
me to trespass upon the time of the House. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That an humble Address be presented 
to His Majesty, as followeth :-— 


‘* Vost Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in 
Parliament assembled, beg leave to offer 
our humble thanks to Your Majesty for 
the Gracious Speech which your Majesty 
has addressed to both Houses of Parlia- 
ment. —(Colonel Harry M’Calmont.) 


(5.45.) Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNER- 
MAN (Stir'ing Burghs): Sir, I am not 
bold enough, and I doubt if there is any 
one sanguine enough, to anticipate for the 
House of Commons in the circumstances 
in which we live a calm and harmonious 
session of Parliament, but it is at least a 
pleasing thing that in the very earliest 
incident of our debates we should be able 
to find ourselves all of one accord, and | 
am sure that in no part of the House can 
there be any difference of opinion as to 
the admirable manner in which the mover 
and seconder of the Address have dis- 
charged the duty assigned to them. The 
hon. and gallant gentleman who moved 
the Address informed us that he has 
never addressed the House before, and 
this is only a fresh proof of what more 
than once on a similar occasion before I 
have directed attention to, the great reserve | 
which the House of Commons possesses 
in the body of Members who are classed 
as silent Members. When they are called 
upon to take part in our discussions they | 
may not display eloquence in its moére«| 
ambitious forms, but that is an accomplis4--' 
ment which does not find very great ; 
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favour among us. But they always show 
that they can speak with directness, 
clearness, and force, and the speech 
of the hon. and gallant Gentleman 
confirms me in the idea that sometimes 
| passed through my mind—that the pro- 
ceedings of the House might gain some- 
| thing in variety, in elasticity, and in 
| effectiveness, if some of those who are 
expected for one reason or another to 
_take a large part in our debates, or who 
imagine that they are expected to take a 
large part in our debates, were period- 
ically under some regulative rotation to 
change réles with the silent Members, and 
I believe it would be found greatly to the 
advantage of either category. The hon. 
Gentleman who seconded the Address, 
on the other hand, has frequently spoken 
to us, and we have always welcomed his 
interference. We know how well he can 
fulfil any part assigned to him, and his 
knowledge of affairs, especially his ac- 
| quaintance with the facts and theories of 
‘finance upon which he dilated in his 
speech, make him already an authority 
among us. I am sure that I sincerely 
congratulate both the hon. Members on 
the way they have discharged the duties 
imposed upon them. 

Sir, I am sure that we shall all 
offering our congratulations 
to their Majesties on the most successful 
voyage of the Prince and Princess of 
Wales and their visits to the various 
colonies, where their presence evoked a 
‘kindly feeling and interest going far 
beyond the ordinary and formal conven- 
tional loyalty. This is what we all 
wish to see maintained. and therefore we 
warmly recognise the service to the 
country which their Royal Highnesses 
rendered. The other topics of public 
interest to which the Speech refers are 
not very numerous. I am glad to see 
in its usual prominent place in the Speech 
the old, familiar and _ long-established 
reference to foreign relations, because I 
remember that on the last occasion, or 
that immediately preceding, this reference 
was by some strange accident omitted, 
and although it may be little better than 
a form, still, it is always a satisfactory 
thing for us to see that His Majesty is on 
good terms with all the other Powers, 
and I hope this passage may long continue 
to appear in the Speech from the Throne. 
‘As to the<treavy whiel? -has been formed 
mith the United States with'vegard to the 
inéer-oceanic Canal, I feel satisfied that 
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there will be no difference of opinion | 
among us. The news of this treaty has | 
been received with the strongest approval | 
of the country, and this on two grounds | 
as it seems to me. First of all, we all 
share the desire not only for the 
best relations between Government | 
and Government, but for the best 
of feeling between the two peoples, | 
and therefore we are glad to see any- 
thing which by any chance could 
constitute a ground of offence or difierence 
taken away. But besides that, I think | 
we ought to rejoice that there is a. 
prospect of another means of communica- 
tion being established between the two 
oceans. We have seen ourselves what 
great results have followed from the 
Suez Canal; there are no messengers 
of peace so effective as the trade, 
commerce, transit and intercourse of 
nations, so that anything that conduces 
to the extension of easy communication, 
must necessarily be a good thing for the 
world. Now, [ think it would not be 
right, in speaking of this subject, to 
omit some reference to the services of 
Lord Pauncefote, who not only has 
succeeded in accomplishing this great 
work for his country, but who through 
many previous years has done a great 
deal to knit the two peoples together in 
those bonds of amity which we wish to 
see maintained. There is in the last 
paragraph a reference to which the hon. 
and gallant Member has already spoken | 
—to the change of ruler in Afghanistan, 
and it is a satisfaction to everybody to 
know that the new Ameer inherits the 
traditional policy and disposition of his 
father towards this country. 

Now, Sir, I come to the great question | 
of the war in South Africa. Last | 
year the Speech from the Throne spoke | 
of that war as approaching its termi-! 
nation. This year, with a wisdom which we 
cannot but appreciate, the right hon. Gentle- 
men opposite have not advised the King to 
speak of any termination of the war at all. 
Let me say to begin with, before I enter 
upon this subject, that I do not intend to 
speak on it in any exhaustive manner 
just now, because an amendment to the 
Address will be moved by an hon. friend | 
of mine, with the authority of myself and | 
of my hon. friends around me, which will | 
give an ample opportunity for entering 
upon the whele giastion. | carliament | 


. . - . '* ‘ te ’ - 
was dismisscd in Anguse last wuder the | 
happy influence of certain estimates end | 

Sir HE, Campbell-Bunnernan. 


{COMMONS} 


September was laid 


the troops. 


block-houses are exposed to a 
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anticipations. But these estimates and 
anticipations have proved, as has been so 
often the case before, entirely illusory. 
The right hon. Gentleman, the Colonial 
Secretary, spoke of the success of the 
system of blockhouses. He said : 


“This policy has succeeded so well that the 


| Government, with the full SS of the Com- 


mander-in-Chief and of Lord Kitchener, believe 
that it will be possible to bring home a very 
considerable number of troops at the end of 
the winter campaign.” 

We all that the 15th of 
down as_ being 
the date on which, for all practical 
purposes, the war would cease. Why 
has the expectation expressed in those 
words not been realised ? There can be 
no surprise sprung upon the Government. 
In the beginning of the war we can 
understand their having some difficulty 
in measuring the task before them, but in 
the month of Angust last they were 
acquainted with all the circumstances, 
and they had the complete means of 
apprehending the nature of the war and 
the probable course of it. I do not know 
that the war has taken any course very 
different from what they might have 
anticipated. Has there been any failure 
on the part of our troops? No, sir. As 


know 


'a purely civilian critic I can see no 


evidence whatever that any part of the 
failure to realise the anticipations of the 
Government is due to any lack of quality, 
or indisposition, or power, on the part of 
On the contrary, there has 
been considerable proof that they are 
increasing in skill, that they are getting, 
if I may use a homely word, the knack of 
such a war as has to be conducted in 
South Africa to an extent they did not 
possess before. I think it is rather sur- 
prising that it should be so, because 
troops scattered in small bodies in 
mode 
of life which is very wearisome, 
monotonous and depressing, and which, 
I should think, is not very conducive 
to ordinary military discipline, but 
we see no sign whatever of any 
falling off on the part of the troops. 
Therefore it cannot be due to that. 
There is no sign of deterioration what- 
ever. The only doubtful element in 
the case appears to be in the matter 
of horses, because there are complaints 
of a lack of mobility, and on one or 


1 tw> occasions the failure to effect com- 


plete success was because the horses were 
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overdone. But we know no reason of | 
that sort why this very explicit expecta- | 
tion held out to the country in August 
has not been fulfilled long ere this. This is 
not the last indication we have received 
of what was expected. On the 9th of 
November there was the ordinary Guild- 
hall banquet, and there the 
Minister made a _ speech, intended, I 
suppose, to re-establish the confidence of 


the country, which was beginning to fail | 


in consequence of the war. [Ministerial 
cries of “ No!”] I only meant that the 
country was beginning to be a little—_ 
you will object to the word impatient 
also, but there was an unexpected delay 
in the accomplishment of what was in- 
tended. The Prime Minister said this— 

“Tt would be a discouragement if we had 
any ground for believing that we were making 
no progress or no sufficient progress, but there 
lies our difficulty. We cannot lay before you 
the whole circumstances of the case. We can- 
not tell you publicly all that is going on. We 
should be grossly neglecting our duty if we 
did so, and yet it is ‘only by a revelation of 
that kind that we can give you full and entire 
satisfaction. 

So he endeavours, not, like thecelebrated 
character in fiction, tv make our flesh 
creep, but, on the contrary, to soothe our 
nerves, by announcing that there is some- 
thing that if he could say it—if he dared 
say it—would sovthe our feelinzs and 
calm our minds. And what is this some- 
thing which ne could say if he dared say, 
which would at once have relieved our 
feelings and calmed our minds? We are 
waiting to know now, this being the 16th 
January, 
made on the 9th November, what are the 
circumstances which Lord Salisbury 


found so consoling and which he was not | 


able to impart to his friends. It is 
surely quite safe after ten weeks tuo 
let it be known What was it? The 
Secretary of State for War, four days 
afterwards, made a speech, in the City 
also, in which he gave certain hopeful | 
particulars and forecasts. That, of 
course, could not have been a “ revelation” 
or a “ gross neglect of duty ”—that could 
not have been the revelation that Lord | 
Salisbury was talking of. What was it, | 
therefore? I expect to-night that we | 
shall be told what this thing was—this 
thing which was kept back w hich would | 
have filled all our hearts with hope and | 
sent us away rejoicing, if only Lord 
Salisbury had been at liberty to disclose 
it. Surely we shall not be left under the | 
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Prime | 


and this announcement being | 


the King’s Speech, 102 


impression that there was nothing after 
all to tell! I expect then, if that “be 80, 
the audience he was addressing at the 
tuildhall, the British public and the 
world at large, were grossly and un- 
necessarily deceived. No, Sir, there 
must have been something, and no doubt 
the right hon. Gentleman will inform 
us of it tonight. I make the com- 
plaint in regard to the whole matter that 
we are supplied with such exceeding 
scanty and spasmodic information, even 
with regard to the military events. 
Does not every hon. Member, who hears 
me, agree with me in the recollection that 
one action will take place in which the 
most elaborate details are given, com- 
ments upon what has happened, reasons 
for certain courses that have been taken, 
minute descriptions of the results; and 
then the following week another action 
of exactly the same kind only receives 
the barest mention. Sir, this is not 
dealing fairly with the country, and 
above all, not dealing fairly with those 
who are the relatives and friends of the 
men who are risking their lives in these 
actions. On some occasions when [ and 
others have complained of the lack of 
information from which we suffer, the 
Government have said, “ What do you 
complain of ? We tell you of all that we 
know. We know no more than you. 
Everything is told.” I am afraid they do 
not better their case with that, because 
they have no business to be contented 
themselves, who have the responsibility, 
with such scanty information. If what we 
have received is all that they have received, 
I say they have neglected their duty in 
not insisting on being better informed. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 


THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
3irmingham, W.): Can you give us 


particular instances of what you have 


stated ? 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 


'I cannot relate any particular case, but 
every week, I should say, 


it happens. 
And all this applies with equal force, but 
with much more deadly importance, to 
another side of the question—not to 
_military operations, as to which after all 
/some reticence may be necessary—in 
| many cases certainly—but to the civil 
| administration and to the way in which 
the lives and liberties of our fellow 
subjects are being dealt with. A military 
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success, oc a military failure, or a 
military blunder is an event which 
occurs and has its immediate effect, and it 
may leave no ultimate trace of any great 
importance ; but when we find the civil 
administration dealing in a reckless or 
injurious way with the rights and 
interests of our fellow citizens, then I 
think that is a much more serious matter, 
because the results remain. And we 
want to know with regard to the civil 
administration—by which I mean the 
protection which the Imperial (Govern- 
ment ought to throw over the rights of 
our fellow-subjects. The right hon. 
Gentleman tosses his head with some 
degree of disagreement with what I said. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No; I do 


not know what you are going to say. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
It is disagreement with what I have said, 
not with what I am going to say. Are 
these things which are done out there 
at the Cape, done under the authority of 


the Government? And if not, under | 


whose authority ! That is the question, 
and we want an answer from the persons 
responsible, who are the Government 
of the day. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: To what 
things does the right hon. Gentleman 
refer ? . 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I will come to them. The right hon. 
Gentleman who has just asked me to 
what things I refer, said on the Ist July, 
in this House, that it was not yet 
possible to fix a date for the assembly 
of the Cape Parliament, but that Ministers 
hoped that it would be early in October. 
The reason, he said, why the Cape 
Parliament could not immediately meet 
was that travelling was unsafe. But 
travelling is no longer unsafe, because 
the blockhouses have made it safe. Next, 
he said, that a number of the Members 
were in Europe. But they have probably 
returned, or is it that they are waiting 
here because they are not quite sure 
that they will be allowed to land 
at the Cape when they gothere ? Again, 
he said, other Members are fighting in- 
but there are now no invaders 
in the Cape. [Hon. Members, Oh!}. 
It is the boast that there are none. Then 
it was said that there were some seats 


vaders ; 


Sir Hf. Campell-Bannerman., 


{COMMONS} 
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vacant. Why has this illegality been 
permitted by which the Cape Parliament 
has not been summoned together when it 
ought to have been summoned in Oc- 
tober? Undoubtedly that is a direct 
breach of the law and constitution which 
has been committed. The right hon. 
Gentleman once or twice, when [ 
have inquired into these things, has 
sheltered himself behind the plea that 
this is a self-governing Colony. Yes it is 
a self-governing Colony, but the con- 
stitution of this so-called self-governing 
Colony has been suspended, and these 
very acts of which I am speaking—the 
continued prorogation of the Cape Parlia- 
ment without being summoned at_ the 
proper time—must have received the 
assent of the Imperial Government, and 
the right hon. Gentleman is_ the 
man who must justify the proceeding, 
and I hope I shall find that he is able to 
do it. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN :—Hear, hear. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I think we may ask the Government also 
to furnish us with the particulars we do 
not possess at all with regard to the whole 
administration of martial law. We are 
not going to be put off by being in- 
formed that when martial law is pro- 
claimed the whole thing passes into the 
hands of the military authorities. At any 
rate, we wish to know the particulars. 
the Government will, no doubt, be ready 
now to give us those particulars which 
we wish—to give us a Return of the 
instances in which capital punishment has 
been inflicted under martial! law, with the 
nature of the offence and the evidence by 
which it was proved ; a Return of the oc- 
casions on whichneighbours have been com- 
pelled to witness the executions ; a Return 
of other sentences, with the heads of the 
offences charged, and the number under 
arrest against whom no charge has been 
formulated. These have occurred to me as 
several of the headings under which 
information is demanded. I will mention 
other particulars of this kind, and when 
we have these we shall be able to form 
a judgment of what has occurred. Stories 
come home—accounts in a number of 
newspapers—of certain things occurring 
in South Africa. I decline to take them 
as authentic in the present condition of 
the press in South Africa, and of the 
communications between the two coun- 
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tries. Remove your censorship and we 
shall, no doubt, get abundance of informa- 
tion —not always of the most accurate 
kind. What I ask for, and what the 
Government would have to produce in 
order to counteract any error that false 
information might give, is a Return 
of what has been done under the 
several heads I have stated, and 
then we should know where we are. 
There are other subjects. Farm burn- 
ing was, in consequence of a debate 
in this House in December, more than 
twelve months ago, discontinued. But 
has it really been stopped, or is it still 
going on? Are we not to receive any 
information on the subject ? I might go 
into another question upon which we are 
entirely in the dark—namely, as to what 
is being done now with regard to the con- 
centration camps. What is the condition 
of things now? We know what the right | 
hon. Gentleman has directed to be done, 
but we want to know how far it is being 
carried out ; what steps have been taken ; 
and what is the condition now as compared 
with two or three months ago. The 
House having met, the Government, no 
donbt, is prepared to give information 
on all these points, and until we have this 
information we cannot fully realise what 
may have happened. At present, with a 
strict press censorship, with a silenced 
press, and with the Government holding | 
in their grasp both ends of the lines of 
communication between the Colony and 
this country, we have no certainty as to | 
any occurrence at the Cape, while our 
fellow-citizens at the Cape only receive 
such news of opinion at home as it may 
please the Executive to send. We are, 
left in the dark as to things affecting 
the lives and liberties of our fellow sub- | 


jects, things which are being done in our 


name—in the name of this country, this 
England, the home of Constitutional 
liberty, the model to all the world of free 
government! These are the relations 
which, in this year of 1902, are main- 
tained between England, the home of 
freedom, and one of the greatest 
of so-called self-administrating Colonies. 
We shall hear a good deal more of this 
before these debates are finished. I am 
merely putting some preliminary ques- 
tions in order to obtain from the Govern- 
ment some declaration of what is going 
on, and some proofs and facts. The 
urgent question with regard to the war 
in South Africa is, of course, the possi- | 
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bility of peace, and the policy most likely 
to lead to future security and prosperity. 

Now, broadly, we believe in the 
necessity of establishing unmistakably 
our military superiority, and this has 
been and is being done. I do not doubt 
for a moment that we have the military 
force, if you like, to beat the Boers down 
to the ground, but what I do not believe 
in is the expediency of the policy of 
subjugation. Putting aside questions of 
humanity or of sentiment—and after all 
there is something in sentiment—but 
putting that aside altogether, I hold 
that it is not desirable in our own 
interests and in the interest of a solid 
and stable settlement in South Africa, 
which, after all, is the object we all 
have in view, to pursue relentlessly 
the course of conquest, to go on (as we 
are told by the latest version of the policy 
of the Government given authoritatively 
in South Africa) “squeezing the Boers 
and not fidgetting about negotiations.” 
[ Ministerial cheers.] That spirit and that 
policy are approved by being opposite. 
For my part, I object to such a policy. I 
protest against it, | abjure it in spirit and 
in substance. Whether we make overtures 
to the Boers, [“ Oh, oh!”], or whether 
we let the Boers know that we will receive 
their overtures if they make them ; 
whether we offerterms { “No!”]—I am only 
putting the case—or join in negotiating 
terms—these are questions of detail and 
of subordinate importance. I have said 
publicly before, and I say now, that on the 
questions on which I have spoken there is 
a good deal to be said on both sides, but 
the essential thing is to let the settlement, 
when you come to it, be by assent and not 
by force. That is the policy which we, on 
this side of the House, insist upon, and 
approve of by our actions and by our 
words, and that is where apparently there 
is a cardinal difference, as far as we are 
informed, between the Government and 
ourselves. We expect now to have 
an explicit statement of the _ policy 
of the Government in this matter. 
We have had one explanation given by 
one Minister and one by another, 
and sometimes different explanations by 
the same Minister. We wish these now 
to be concentrated in a statement of 
their policy in this matter. How do 
they propose to end this war? We wish 
to be clear upon this main point, which 
transcends all others in importance. 
Sir, the main object of the Amend- 
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ment of which I have spoken, and which 
will giveample opportunitiesfor discussion, 


will be to make that aspect of the question | 


plain, and to ascertain from the Govern- 
ment—if they cannot give it to-night— 
their positive and final decision on the 
question and the mode of finishing the 
war. 

Well, Sir, that is all I am going to say 


on the subject of South Africa, with the | 


anticipation that I have referred to. 
The other subjects referred to in the King’s 


Speech need not detain me long. The | 


Estimates for the service of the year, it is 
said, will be laid before us. We are 
looking to those Estimates with great 
interest, because the financial position of 


the country is really one of the greatest | 


seriousness, and I listened with great 
pleasure and a good deal of sympathy 
to the remarks of the seconder of the 
Address upon the subject. 


As to the matters which we may call, 
broadly, legislation, the first is the pro- 
cedure of the House of Commons. The 
procedure of the House of Commons 
is not mentioned in the Speech, 
as the Hon. Member very properly 


pointed out, because it does not re-| 


quire the authority or approval of 
anyone outside the House itself, and 


therefore it would not find its proper | 


»lace in the King’s Speech. Now, if the 
i gs Sp ’ 


Government is going to make extensive | 


changes in the procedure of the House of 
Commons, I hope, in the first place, they 


will not make them turn too much on the | 
We are often | 


convenience of Members. 
apt, at all events, to speak, even if we do 


not act in these matters as if the| 


considered was the 


question to be 
I am 


personal convenience of Members. 
perfectly sure that Members 


arrangements to any hours and conditions 


which were the most favourable to the | 
Tne next thing | 


despatch of business. 
we have to keep in view is the effective- 
ness of our business rules. For my part, 
I am, as I have always been, perfectly 
ready to alter antiquated methods, to 
maintain, improve, and strengthen orderly 
procedure, and to assert in any way that 
is necessary the dignity of the House. 
But there is one class of alteration which 
ought to be most jealously scrutinised, 
and that is any preposal which will 
diminish the freedom and the rights of 
the House at large, or unduly exalt the 


Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman. 
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power oi the Executive Government of 
the day. 

The Education Bill which the Speech 
/announces, will no doubt furnish ample 
material for lengthy debates and warm 
discussions. We know what the subject 
of education is. We have bad a good deal 
of experience of it in the House during 
recent years. I hope the Lord President 
of the Council has by this time peen 
|able to master the technicalities of his 
Department, so that he may be able to 
guide his Department aright. I hope 
also that the Vice-President has been able 
to continue his cordial and confidential 
relations with all his colleagues, so that 
he may be able to authoritatively 
inform the House as to their views. 
There is nothing upon which the country 
is more united, and, indeed, more en- 
thusiastic, at the present moment than this 
question of education. We all see how 
we have fallen behind in education, and 
we all realise the immense importance of 
having a better system than we have now. 
I hope that whatever the Government do 
they will introduce an effective system 
/on broad democratic lines, maintaining 
popular control, and furnishing a real 
opportunity of higher learning to all in 
the land who have the capacity for 
receiving it. 

The measure dealing with the London 
Water Supply will, I hope, take into 
account the views of those who are 
qualified to speak for the community. 
There is a very extraordinary phrase used 
with regard to the Weter Bill. The 
Speech says that a measure will be intro- 
duced “ for amending the administration 
of the water supply in the area at present 
controlled by the London Water Com- 
panies.” Now there may be some truth 
in it, but what we want is that the area 
should control the Water Companies, not 
that the Water Companies should control 
the area. Ido not understand how His 
Majesty has been induced to give his 
authority to such an extraordinary state- 
ment as that under the present state of 
things the area is controlled by the 
London Water Companies. 

The last subject to which I shall refer 
is the question of Ireland. I am curious 
| to see what the Government will definitely 
| propose on the question of Irish land. 
| Sir, the state of Ireland appears to me 
| to be serious in the highest degree from 

every point of view. It is evident that 
| the policy of killing a certain undesirable 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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thing by kindness has not succeeded. ; 
The revival of coercion is the gravest | 
domestic event of the year, and it is not | 
a favourable accompaniment to a Land | 
sill. We shall hear what the Govern- | 
ment have to say in justification of their | 
Irish policy. But I would say this—that | 
the contemplation of the Government, | 
after all that they have tried and done, 
after floundering in the old familiar and 
traditional ways between concession and 
coercion, is calculated to confirm us in our 
conviction of the wisdom of the policy 
towards Ireland and the government of 
Ireland which has been and is the remedy 
approved by the Liberal Party. 

The legislative programme of the year 
is a modest, but I feel certain a quite 
sufficient programme. I do not know 
what estimate the Government have formed 
of the ditticulty of passing some of these 
measures, but they are among the most 
thorny subjects with which any Govern- 
ment could deal. I fear, however, that all 
serious efforts in the direction of beneficial 
legislation will be hampered so long as 
the question of South Africa transcends 
all others, and occupies the minds of the 
people. That is the question of supreme 
urgency, and I only wish that I saw in 
the policy of the Government a better 
prospect of a safe and permanent solution 
of it. 


(6.30.) Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.) : Before entering upon the more con- 
troversial part of the task which falls to 
me to-night, and before expressing: the , 
differences I shall have to express with 
the right hon. Gentleman opposite, let 
me, first of all, express my hearty agree- 
ment with the opening words of his 
speech. I associate myself with every-. 
thing he said with regard to the admir- | 
able manner in which both the mover and 
the seconder of the Address have fulfilled 
their difficult and, in many respects, un- | 
grateful task. My hon. friend, the mover 
of the Address, devoted, and, I think, 
wisely devoted, the greater part of a very 
interesting speech to certain aspects of 
the South African question ; and every- 
body must have listened with the greatest 
attention to the views which he has 
formed, not merely here in England, | 
reading the vast controversial literature | 
which has now grown up around that | 
subject, but actually on the spot, from | 
personal experience and from meeting | 
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those who ere brought daily face to face 
with all the difficulties of the South 
African problem. The seconder of the 
motion began his speech by asking our 
indulgence on the ground that he was 
less fortunately circumstanced than many 
other Members of this House, in that 
much of his life had been spent away 
from these shores, not in the current of 
ordinary English public life, but in the 
management of affairs in far-distant parts 
of the world. It is true that my hon. 
friend is not a very old Member of this 
House, but every one who heard his 
speech will, [ am sure, agree with me 
that there is nobody .who less requires 
that long apprenticeship and education in 
the style of speech which this House 
likes than my hon. friend. If he has 
not acquired it by training and education, 
he is the fortunate possessor of a natural 
manner which I am sure this House will 
always admire and appreciate. 

The right hon. Gentleman, having paid 
in very graceful terms the appropriate 
compliment to the mover and seconder, 
went on to deal with some of the 
questions at issue between the two 
parties in the House and with some of 
the points raised in His Majesty’s Speech 
from the Throne. In the latter part of 
his speech the right hon. gentleman made 
some observations about procedure, 
naturally and properly of a somewhat 
superficial character. But I gathered 
from him that he desires two things with 
regard to the new rules which it will very 
shortly, I hope, be my duty to propose to 
the House. The first was that the 
Government would not pay much 
attention in their proposals to the 


| comfort of Members of the House. I do 


not agree with the right hon. Gentleman. 
I think it is of the first importance, not on 
selfish but on public grounds, that we 


' should try to arrange the business of the 


House to suit the comfort of those 
Members who are asked to partake in our 
deliberations ; and I certainly will not 
yield one inch to the suggestion of the 


| right hon. Gentleman that, in trying to 


modify our rules to suit that convenience‘ 
we are sacrificing public interests to 
private convenience, the interests of the 
country to the interests of the country’s 
representatives. That is, I believe, not 
the case. I believe the two causes are 
bound up intimately together, and if you 
want our legislative work to be well 
done you must do something to consult 
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the convenience of those who help to 
conduct it. The other observation of the | 
right hon. Gentleman was that, while he 
was no defender of antiquated and worn 

out forms, he would strenuously oppose 
anything which interfered with debate. 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
No; I did not say that. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understood 
the right hon. Gentleman to say so. I 
may have been mistaken. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I forget the phrase I used, but I think 
what I said was, anything that would 
interfere seriously with the rights and 
privileges of the House at large and exalt 
the power of the Executive Government. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think on that 
head the right hon. Gentleman may rest 
easy. The Executive Government of this 
country are, and must always remain, the 
servants of the majority of this House. 


No alteration that could be proposed by , 


this or any other Government can exalt 
the Ministers of the Crown above the will 
of the representatives of the people. By 
their favour we stand ; when that favour 
is withdrawn we fall ; and the right hon. 
Gentleman need be under no apprehension 
that anything we can propose will alter 
that, the very foundation of our public 
business. 

Then the right hon. Gentleman went 
on to say a word about education. 
He said the people of this country were 
united and enthusiastic in desiring a 
reform of our existing system of education. 
They may be enthusiastic, but I see no 
signs of their being united Fortunate, 
indeed, will this House be if it should 
prove, when the Government introduce 
their Bill, that not only are we blessed 
with an enthusiastic Assembly to deal | 
with, but that that Assembly is also 
united in its desire, and agreed as to the 
solution which is to be provided for our 
present educational shortcomings. 

The last important observation that fell | 
from the right hon. Gentleman, outside | 
South Africa, which I will come to directly, 
was that in which he madea public repro- 
fession of faith in the cause of Home Rule. 
I observe that in that respect, at all events, 
the right hon. Gentleman does not propose 
to wipe the slate. He has again told us 
that the party of which, if he is not the 

Mr, A, J. Balfour, 
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leader, he is at all events the leader in 
this House—I never quite understood 
the right hon. Gentleman’s position out- 
side this House—believe Home Rule as 
the only way of dealing with the Irish 
question. I am: very glad to have that 
public and authoritative announcement. 
I have observed for some years past that 
not the right hon. Gentleman alone, but 
many others of those who sit in his neigh- 
bourhood have fought very shy [some 
Opposition cries of “No”], yes, very 
shy of that question. Many of them have 
explained that there was not and could not 
be any close alliance with the Irish party 
except for temporary purposes. Even 
stronger language, I think, has been 
used by some of them with regard to 
recent utterances from the Irish benches ; 
but I do not believe that any statesmen 
in the first rank on the other side have 
distinctly stated that the solution, in 
their view, of the Irish question, which, 
of course, no Government can escape, is 
Home Rule and Home Rule alone. It is 
an interesting and an important an- 
nouncement, made, I presume, after due 
deliberation and after consultation with 
all the various sections of that party 
which the right hon. Gentleman is 
privileged to lead. As such it will be 
received with the utmost attention and 
interest in the country, and I am glad to 
think—or sorry to think, perhaps I 
should say—that my own previsions as 
to the position of the Home Rile ques- 
tion are not erroneous, and that it is 
absolutely impossible for right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, whether they desire 
it or whether they do not desire it, to 
escape from that damnosa hereditas which 
has been left them by the unfortunate 
events of 1885. 

Well, Sir, I turn from these — you 
cannot call them questions of secondary 
interest—but from these questions which 
the right hon. Gentleman only dealt with 
lightly and superficially, to that yet more 
important question which occupied the 
greater part of his speech—I mean 
South Africa. The right hon. Gentleman, 
even on South Africa, excused himself, 
and in my judgment was perfectly en- 
titled to excuse himself, from developing 
hir whole case against the Government, by 
reason of the fact that he and his friends 
are apparently agreed upon some form 
of Amendment, on which they are going 
into the lobby together, with reference to 
the South African policy of the Govern- 
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ment. I look forward to the terms of 
that Amendment with the most lively 
interest. I am a student in drafting. I 
like seeing dexterity displayed in these 
statements. We know in the clearest 
manner that on all the more fundamental 
points connected with South Africa there 


is no agreement between hon. and right | 


hon. Gentlemen opposite, and it will, there- 


fore, be a peculiar delight to me to see the | 


exact form of words which is going to 


receive the unanimous support of the | 


right hon. Gentlemen who sit on that 
front bench and of the varied parties 
who sit on those benches opposite. I 
reserve comments upon this masterpiece 
until I see it, and I will devote myself, 
necessarily, on the present occasion, to a 
very brief survey of some points which 
the right hon. Gentleman thought it 
appropriate to raise before we come to 
the great battle. The right hon. Gentle- 
man grumbles, not for the first time, at 
the want of information on military 
matters supplied to us by Lord 
Kitchener. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


No ; supplied by you to the country. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR.—If the right 
hon. Gentleman thinks that we are in the 
habit of keeping back items of military 
news of general interest he is entirely 
mistaken. There is no such mass of 
withheld information in the possession 
of the Government or of my _ right 
hon. friend the Secretary of State for 
War. I do not believe there ever has 
been so frank a repetition to the country 
of the information we get from the seat 
of war ; and when the right hon. Gentle- 
man complains of the information, as, of 
course, he does complain, sent from South 
Africa to us here, I must ask the House 
to remember that the responsibilities 
thrown on our commanders in South 
Africa, the weight of their labours, and 
the scope of their operations are so great 
that we will not be parties to throwing 
any undue burden upon them for the 
mere purpose of satisfying a curiosity— 
which is, I admit, perfectly legitimate, 
and which we are satisfying as far as we 
can, but which must be satisfied within 


reasonable measures, considering the work | 


thrown on those who have to supply it. 
I should imagine there are not at this 
moment more hardly-worked men than 


Lord Kitchener and his staff, and to | 
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/ increase the work they would have to do, 
/and must do, if we asked them for report 
after report, minute after minute, would 
really destroy that “efficiency” about 
which we hear so much, and which cer- 
tainly would not be increased by turning 
the headquarter staff in South Africa into 
a mere supplementary news agency. But 
I may satisfy the right hon. Gentleman 
in one respect. He complains that in 
respect of the civil administration very 
little information has been given to the 
House. I believe a Blue-book has been 
circulated to-day bringing the information 
we have up to the latest date. That 
Blue-book, if it is not in the right hon. 
Gentleman’s hands already, will be, I 
presume, in the course of a few hours. 
Then the right hon. Gentleman turned 
from the ordinary questions of adminis- 
tration to certain questions connected 
with the non-meeting of the Cape Parlia- 
ment, and martial law. The right hon. 
Gentleman asked us who was responsible 
for the Cape Parliament’s not meeting. 
Sir, the persons responsible for the Cape 
Parliament's not meeting are the Cape 
Ministers; but we entirely approve of 
the course which the Cape Ministers 
have taken. We think—at least, I think 
—that it is pure pedantry to grumble 
at this temporary suspension of the Cape 
Constitution, considering that South 
Africa is now the theatre of these great 
milltary operations. You cannot separate 
the colony through which all the supplies 
go, which is the base of operations—you 
cannot separate that from the general 
theatre of war; and I believe that the 
Cape Ministers were most well advised 
in the course which they have taken ; 
but it was upon their responsibility that 
it was taken and not upon ours. 


Stir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshive, W.): Is it not the Governor 
who prorogues Parliament ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On the advice 
of Ministers, yes. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: But 


it is the Governor 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR: The Governor 
on the advice of Ministers. As the right 
hon. Gentlemen is so particular about the 
phraseology, perhaps he will permit me 
|slightly to alter the statement I made 
just now. I will not say, then, that the 
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Constitution has been suspended by the 
Cape Ministers; I will say that it has 
been suspended by the Governor on the 


advice of the Cape Ministers; and if | 


either he or his friends can derive any 
advantage from that change in phraseolozy 
they are welcome to it. I do not think 


the right hon. Gentleman has recently | 


reminded himself of what the Constitution 
of a self-governing colony is, or he would 


know that in this matter the Governor | 
It is | 


acts on the advice of his Ministers. 
only fair, I think, to say that we entirely 
endorse and approve the course which the 


Cape Ministers have taken in this matter. | 
Then the right hon. Gentleman asked for | 


information about the administration of 
martial law. 
friend the Secretary for War has asked 


for some information with regard to the | 


number of cases of executions, and other- 
wise, that have taken place under that 
law, and when he obtains the information, 


which I hope he will do soon, it will be | 


entirely at the disposal of the right hon. 
Gentleman. Then the right hon. Gentle- 
man asks me is farm-burning given up. 
As we understand the matter, farm-burn 
ing is not given up in those cases where 
farm-burning is a military necessity. 
[Cheers.] I do not know whether hon. 
Gentlemen who cheer that statement 
ironically suppose that a different view 
of the rights of belligerents is taken by 


the Boers from what is taken by us in | 


this particular. [Some Hon. MEMBERS, 
“ Yes.”| Well, it is not. The Boers are 
perfectly alive to the fact, as we are, that 
by the laws of all civilised warfare there 
are circumstances which render it expe- 
dient, right, and even necessary to use 
the penalty of farm-burning. And when 
those circumstances arise I hope and 
believe that our Generals will not shrink 
even 
it must necessarily _ be. 
that the laws were so enforced that 
we did not get that constant “stream of 
facts” which an hon. Gentleman sitting 
opposite was so anxious to obtain a few 
months ago, and that even our proceed- 
ings in this House and in this country 


were not allowed free entry into South | 


Africa. 
Sir H. 
dissented. 
Mr. A. J BALFOUR: I under- 
stood that was one of the complaints 
Mr, A. J, Balfour. 


I believe my right hon. | 


from that necessity, painful as | 
The right. | 
hon. Gentleman went on to complain | 


CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | 
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{of the right hon. Gentleman. Well* 
if my information is at all correct, 


the right hon. Gentleman’s speeches have 
a circulation in South Africa which they 
can hardly have here ; they are read with 
delight and approval, or some of them, 
| by those who are in arms against us ; and, 
rightly or wrongly, the Boers suppose 
| that in the right hon. Gentleman they 
| have one who is likely, had he his way, 
to do deliberately or unintentionally a 
great deal that they would very much 
approve of. I do not know how far that 
is so, but the large consensus of opinion 
I get from South Africa is, that even 
military events in South Africa sink into 
insignificance in the Boer mind compared 
with the public utterances and discussions 
‘of public men in this country—that 
they know so little of our country, and 
are so ignorant of our ways, that they 
utterly misinterpret, as I hope and believe, 
the utterances of the right hon. Gentie- 
man and some of his friends, and they 
think that were there a change of Govern- 
ment they would not only obtain much 
| better terms than even they hope for from 
the party in power, but that they would 
be able to retain their independence, 
which I am quite aware that the right 
| hon. Gentleman has told us over and over 
again that he thinks they ought not to 
have. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
“ Hear, hear.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Quite so. 
| But the right hon. Gentleman indicated 
that the point on which an attack 
was chiefly going to be made on 
the Government was in regard to the 
future policy connected with the settle- 
ment or the termination of the war, and 
he announced himself in the strongest 
fashion as an enemy to the policy of 
subjugation. I cannot, for the life of me, 
understand what the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s position is, and it is a sentence like 
that which gives colour to the Boers, 
belief which I have just referred to. 
According to the right hon. Gentleman 
the Boers are to be annexed and incor- 
porated, but they are not to be sub- 
jugated. Well, what does that policy 
mean? If you look at one half of it it is 
no doubt the policy of hon. Gentlemen on 
this side of the House. If you look at 
|the other half of it it is the policy of 
| De Wet. But those two halves refuse to 
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coalesce. There may be a sentence at the 
beginning in favour of one policy, and at 
the end in favour of the other, but can 
you conceive a coherent scheme of action 
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in which the Boers shall be incorporated | 


without their being first subjugated ? Of 
course, the right hon. Gentleman may 
take the view that they are anxious to 
surrender any hope of further indepen- 
dence, and are desirous of at once 
terminating the war and becoming willing 
subjects of His Majesty. But there is not 
the slightest indication that that is the 
ease. If anybody will impartially survey 
the negotiations which took place in the 
early part of last year with Lord 
Kitchener, if they will impartially read 
the utterances which have since been 
made by Boer leaders, they can come to 
no other conclusion than this—that the 
real difficulty about terminating the war, 
in the opinion of the Boer leaders, is that 
they are not prepared to surrender their 
independence and we are not prepared to 
finish the war until they do surrender 
their independence. Then what is this 
talk about subjugation? We do mean to 
subjugate the Boers—subjugation means 
conquering ; we do mean to conquer 
them. Wedo mean to annex them, we 
do mean to incorporate them within this 
Empire ; and I understand the right hon. 
Gentleman to agree to that. Well, then, 
how can he object to the use of the 
word subjugation. [Sir W. Harcourt: 
“Unconditional surrender.”| I really do 
not know how that point arises. The 
Boers say, as tar as we know, “ We are 
not going to surrender our independence.” 
We say, “ You are going to,” and there 
the matter stands. And until one of 
those parties is subjugated the war is to 
go on, and we do not mean to be the 
party that is to be subjugated. 


I do trust, and this is the last observa- 
tion I think I need make on the right 
hon. Gentieman’s speech before I sit down, 
I do earnestly trust that the result of the 
Amendment which is promised us to-night 
may, at all events, make the position of 
the Opposition clear. What is it that the 
gentlemen sitting on that side of the 
House below the gangway and above the 
gangway behind the right hon. Gentleman, 
what is it that they desire in connection 
with this war and the termination of this 
war? I am wholly unable to under- 
stand, I confess, either the position of the 
right hon, Gentleman, or the position of 
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Rosebery, or the position of 
spoken on this matter. 
what the right hon. 


ohters who have 
I know exactly 


| Gentleman’s Irish allies desire. [AN TRISH 


Memper: “We have no allies.”]| They 
do not desire subjugation like the right 
hon. Gentleman, but then they do not 
desire annexation. They are consistent. 
They have a coherent and _ intelligible: 
and nothing is really more im- 
portant for the country, for the rapid 
termination of the war, for the clearing 
of the situation at home and the cessation 
of hostilities abroad, than that hon. and 
right hon. Gentleman opposite should 
really tell us clearly what it is they do 
mean, and how they think it ought to be 
attained, with regard to this question of 
our relations with the forces now in the 
field. I reserve, until 1 hear their case— 
perhaps I had better say I reserve until 
I understand their opinions—any com- 
mentary, hostile or friendly ; and, in the 
meanwhile, it is not necessary for me to 
do more than to say that, as the right 
hon. Gentleman to-night has reverted to 
a very old, and, I think, the very good 
Parliamentary practice of reserving the 
real fight fur an Amendment moved by 
the Opposition on the policy of the 
Government, it would only be detaining 
the House if I were to pursue this topic 
further. [trust that this pieliminary stage 
of the debate on the Address, may, under 
the circumstances, be shortened as far as 
possible. What ihe country wants is to 
see the Amendment; what the House wants 
is to debate it; and between now and 
the time -I think it is the first occasion 
for many years— when a vote of censure 
is to be moved upon the Government, 
with the whole strength of the Opposition 


behind it, 1 think, we may be con- 
tent to curtail the general discussion 


within the narrowest limits, in order to 
come to what is, after all, the main 
business which will occupy us on the 
Address. The sooner that question comes 
before us for decision, and the sooner the 
opposing forces are really brought into 
battle array, the one against the other, 
the sooner we are able to get a perfectly 
clear issue and divide upon it, the better 
for everybody concerned in this House 
and out of it, in this country and in 
South Africa. Therefore, Sir, I hope that 
the prospect which the right hou, Gentle- 
man has held out to us will not be 
delayed beyond a few hours before it. 
receives its fulfilment. 
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(7.5.) Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND} Canada, and other parts of the world, 


(Clare, E.): The right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the House can hardly 
expect the debate to terminate at this 
stage. With regard to what the Leader 
of the House has said as to the in- 
tention of His Majesty’s Government 
to subjugate the Boers in South Africa, 
I can only say, that if the policy of 
subjugation in regard to the Boers 
does not succeed better than the policy 
of subjugation put in force with refer- 
ence to Ireland, the policy had better 
have been left alone. The right hon. 
Gentleman, the Leader of the House, 
said that he failed to see any difference 
between the policy of subjugation and 
the policy advocated by the Leader of 
the Opposition and some of his friends. 
There is, however, the greatest difference 
in the world between an attempt to 
subjugate a people by crushing them out 
of existence, by demanding their absolute 


‘and their free institutions. 


surrender, and a policy offering free and | 


large terms of self-government to them. 
As far as I am concerned, I thoroughly 
agree with what the Leader of the 
House has said as to the policy of the 
Irish Nationalist Members in _ this 
matter. There is no doubt as to what 
their policy is. We do not, as far as I 
know, concur in the slightest degree with 
the policy of the enforced annexation of 
these Republics to the British Empire. 
We have objected to the war from the 
first ; we object to its continuance ; and 
we predict here to-day that if, against the 
will of the people of the Transvaal and 
the Orange Free State, you force them to 
join the British Empire, you will only be 
perpetuating a feeling of disaffection in 
South Africa, and you will only be post- 
poning trouble until a future day. Not 
only this, but you will be rendering 
it absolutely certain that these people, 
whom you propose to annex against 
their will, will take the very first 
opportunity of throwing off your yoke, 
and re-establishing the independence 
which you robbed them of. I would 
like to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury or any member of the Govern- 
ment, if they can point to a single 
instance in the whole history of the 
British Empire, where a _ policy of 
absolute subjugation has been success- 
fully brought about where people have 
been incorporated in the British Empire 
against their will. The British Empire 


has succeeded in Australia, New Zealand, | 


because it has been established in direct 
opposition to the policy of subjugation, 
which the First Lord of the Treasury 
has spoken of. If you had attempted to 
extend your Empire in Australia, or in 
the Continent of America, by a policy of 
absolute subjugation, and forcing the 
inhabitants of those territories against 
their will to become joined with you, 
you would have failed.in the policy, and 
you will fail in it if you try it in South 
Africa. There is nota single portion 
of the whole British Empire which has 
been incorporated by a policy of subjuga- 
tion. Where you have succeeded, it is 
because you have proceeded, not upon 
the lines of subjugation, but upon the 
broadest lines of granting to the people 
of those territories the fullest possible 
rights, and having the most absolute 
consideration of their national feeling 
If, in South 
Africa, the policy of subjugation is acted 
upon, so surely as the American Colonies 
were lost to England, the day will come 
when South Africa right through will be 
lost to England, and when a free flag will 
float over the whole territory, from the 
Zambesi to Cape Town; and then the 
policy of the Colonial Secretary will have 
borne its full fruit. 

With regard to the statement of hon. 
Members opposite, about the humanity 
practised by the troops in South Africa, [ 
have only to say that everybody knows that 
the troops are obliged to carry out their 
orders. I said last year in this House, 
and I say it again to-night, that the 
person who is responsible for many of 
these deplorable and barbarous things is 
the Colonial Secretary, and those who he 
has succeeded in forcing to adopt his 
policy. We have not yet heard in this 
debate a single word about the concentra- 
tion camps, or the horrors which have 
taken place in them, where 10,000 chil- 
dren in five months were done to death. 
Whatever may be said as to the conduct 
of your troops in South Africa, I say 
that it is a shame and a disgrace upon 
the name of this country and the name 
of civilisation, that these unfortunate 
children should have been murdered in 
those camps. The Colonial Secretary and 
the Leader of the House endeavoured to 
ride off from this subject, and the 


slaughter which took place in these camps, 
by pretending that attacks are being 
made upon the humanity of the troops. 
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I do not know what the opinion of the 
Leader of the Opposition may be in this 
respect, but it has been charged, and no 
defence has been given to it, that in these 
camps, Without any necessity whatever, | 
thousands upon thousands of innocent 
children have been done to death. 
Until that has been explained and put a 
stop to, it is useless to expect that there 
will not be public indignation in this 
country. 

Now, Sir, the First Lord of the 
Treasury has declared that he is going in 
for the subjugation of the Boers and for 
their absolute surrender, and he says 
that that is the only alternative to the 
policy of De Wet. What I say is that 
the policy of De Wet, in my opinion, is the 
proper policy and one which I hope will 
be successful. I venture to say that nine 
out of every ten of the people living 
upon the soil of this country to-day, if 
their country was invaded, if their 
homes were burned, their women im- 
prisoned and their children done to 
death by the thousand, their policy 
would be that of De Wet. As far as 
the war in South Africa goes, I can only 
say that I am in the position of being 
able to state, without fear of contra- 
diction, that when the war commenced 
in October, 1899, I predicted what 
would take place. I said then that the 
war would be a matter of years not 
months. I said that instead of the war 
costing tens of millions it would cost 
hundreds of millions, and tens of 
thousands of lives. I was laughed at 
when I made those statements, but I 
can now repeat what I said then, that it 
is not within the power of all the forces 
of this Empire to subjugate the Boers. 
You may keep them down for a time, but 
the great majority of the people are 
Dutch, and you cannot keep them down 
permanently. We have been told to- 
night that the solution of the difficulty 
is emigration, and that a number of 
English people should — be © sent 
there at the Government’s expense. 
Who will deny that these countries, 
from an agricultural point of view, are 
absolutely useless to any British popula- 
tion, and when we are told that the 
countries can be subjugated and peopled 
afresh by a system of State-aided emigra- 
tion, everybody who knows South Africa 
knows that is an idle dream that will 
never come about. The majority of the | 
people are Dutch, and so they will remain, | 
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in spite of everything you can do. It is 
impossible to subjugate the Dutch race 
there, unless you are prepared to keep 
an immense army in South Africa for 
the rest of the history of the world. The 
Colonial Secretary said this war was not 
waged for lust of conquest, or gold mines, 
or territory, repeating what Lord Salis- 
bury had said some time before, but he 
gave the whole case away when he said’ 
that it was being waged for the pre- 
dominance of the British race in South 
Africa. I say that the policy of pre- 
dominance in a country which is equally 
occupied by two white races is an impos- 
sibility, and if you had proceeded in 
Canada with a policy of the predominance 
of the British over the French-Canadians, 
you would have had war there until the 
present day. It was because you recog- 
nised that the French had equal rights 
in the soil with British subjects that 
there is peace there at the present time, 
and until you recognise that there cannot 
be predominance of the British over the 
Dutch in South Africa, there will be 
trouble and turmoil. The only solu- 
tion is to recognise that the Dutch 
have as much right there as you have 
yourselves. I donot deny that so faras I 
am concerned, I view the progress of the 
war with feelings of intense satisfaction. 
There cannot be a lover of human liberty 
in any part of the world who has not 
felt his spirit rise and his heart encour- 
aged by the glorious fight made by the 
Boers. We are told that it is impossible 
for these men to continue their struggle 
against the mighty power of the British 
Empire. They have got liberty on their 
side, and I believe myself, and it is the 
most potent belief in Ireland from one 
end to the other, that Providence is on 
the side of the Boers, and that nothing 
but the hand of Providence would have 
enabled them to make the gallant fight 
they have made. Any man, be he 
English or Scotch, who would deny a 
share of admiration to those men for the 
gallant way in which they have defended 
their liberty, is not entitled to liberty 
himself. 

With regard to farm-burning, we 
know that it was adopted not as a 
military necessity, but simply for the 
purpose of bringing these men under 
arms to their knees. It was hoped 
that these men, when they saw their 
homes broken up, would surrender sooner 
than that their families should go 
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through the hardships they have suffered. 
We are told that this policy is to be 
indulged in when necessary. 
has ever come from burning the homes 
of the people? A hundred years has 
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after Majuba. 


passed since the rebellion in Ireland. | 
In that part of the country that I come | 


from the rebellion raged most strongly, 
and this was the policy indulged in. 
The houses of the people were. burned, 


their churches were burned, their 
women outraged, and their children 
were cast out on their own fields. 
What is the result? There are 83 


of us liere who have in our hearts, as 
strongly as our forefathers, the policy 
which you failed to suppress. As long 
as this diabolical work proceeds in South 
Africa, you will only be ensuring that 
generations of Dutch on the Cape, yet 
unborn, will live to hate you. If any 
children do escape from the concentration 
camps, When they grow to man’s estate 
what will be the history they will read ? 
They will read of the mortality in the 
camps, of the homes being burned, 
and of lands laid waste, and every man 
with Dutch blood in his veins will watch 
and wait for the time when they will be 
able to avenge the infamies inflicted on 
their ancestors in this war. Whoever is 
responsible for the horrors that have 
taken place, the Irish people are not 
responsible. We are told sometimes that 
we have not served the cause of our 
country by opposing the methods im- 
posed in South Africa, and that we 
would have been better advised to have 


concil ated English opinion by pretending, , 


if we did not approve of the war at least, 
that we were not opposed to it. I say, 
speaking for myself, that if I could succeed 
in winning the freedom of Ireland on con- 
dition that | aj proved of the infamies per- 
petrated by Great Britain in South Africa, 
I would refuse to do so. I believe freedom 
bought in such a way would bring no 
luck with it. I for one am disappointed 
that there is not a stronger and more 
pronounced protest from some section 


of the Liberal party as to what 
has taken place in South Africa. I 
do not know what the Amendment 
to be proposed by the Opposition 


will be like, but if it comes from the 
Liberal Imperial Section, I am certain 
the Amendment will not be worth the 
paper it is written on. There ought to 


be some representative of the Liberal 
party in the House manly enough to adopt 
‘ 

Mr. W dliam Redmond. 
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the policy adopted by Mr Gladstone long 
ago. Weare told that the present state of 
affairs i8 due to the policy of Mr. Gladstone 
I say that it is the de 
parture from that policy that led to the 
war. You talk of insult. I say that the 
ultimatum of the Boers in the matter of 
insolence is not to be compared with the 
British expedition headed by Dr. Jameson. 
We know that the Raid was the commence- 
ment of the trouble, turmoil, and expendi- 
ture that has taken place. The first blow 
was practically struck by England. If 
you do not agree to terms, I express the 
hope and the opinion that the Boers will 
continue the fight as long as a man is left 
to them. 
for them to be exterminated as a race 
than to live in subjection under the 
kind of rule to be put upon them by the 
Jews and financiers of Pretoria and 
Johannesburg. 

Of course the war in South Africa 
elicits our sympathy. Our duty mainly is 
with regard to onr own country. I can 
assure the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary, who has just commenced 
a period of coercion in Ireland, that the 
Irish people are quite prepared to meet 
his coercion as they met it before. The 
Irish Members are no more to be twined 
round now than before by threats and 
imprisonment, and if it is the object of 
the Government to subjugate the Irish 
people by coercion, as they are endeayour- 
ing to subjugate the Boers by force of 
arms, [ can tell them they will have two 
wars on their hands. The Irish people, 
being united and strong, will not allow 
themselves to be driven out of their 
privileges and rights. The right hon. 
Gentleman will find it is not possible for 
him, by methods of coercion, to break 
the national spirit of the people of 
Ireland, or to turn them from the path 
they are on, which is in the direction of 
their national rights. The 83 Nationalist 
Members are united, and all the new 
rules you can invent in this House to 
silence the voice of Ireland will be of no 
avail. We are here, and we will continue 
steady and relentless evidence of what 
your rule has been in Ireland. The 
Chief Secretary made a pronouncement, 
the other day, on the Lrish land question, 
and with singular want of appropriateness 
he made that pronouncement, not as one 
might imagine in a great agricultural 
centre, but in the city of Belfast, sur- 
rounded by the Orangemen of the place, 


[t would be infinitely better 
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and having on his right hand the Marquess 
of Londonderry. It is quite clear that 
the Chief Secretary, like his predecessors, 


has been captured by the Orangemen of | 


Belfast. The Orangemen of Belfast are 
welcome to their capture. I can assure 
the Chief Secretary that the farmers 
in the south of Ireland who are being 
robbed, and who are joining with the 
farmers of the North in the demand 
to be made the owners of the land by 


the toil they have put into it, are not | 


likely to be deterred by the declaration 
he has made to the beat of the old 
Orange drum. The right hon. Gentleman 
never tires of sneering at 


not be as wealthy as he was himself. 
I do not know how it may _ be 
at the present time, but I have always 
heard in this House—and I have been here 
now for a very long time—that it was not 
at all consistent with one’s upholding 


the character of a gentleman, to sneer | 


at opponents, particularly political oppo- 
neuts, because many of them happened 
to be poor men. The right 
Gentleman never makes a speech without 
referring to the sending of the hat round 


amongst the Irish people for the support | 


of the Irish party; and in a very late 
speech he said that 
abandoned to scratching together £10,000 
or £12,000 for the political purposes of 
the Irish party. 


are public, and are before the eyes of 
all in their own country. But what 


about the finances of the right hon. | 


Gentleman’s own party? I would 


like to know very much if Captain | 


Middleton, or whatever his rank might 


be, would place before the country a full, | 


true, and carefully audited account of 
what became of the 
thousands of pounds subscribed for Tory 
political purposes. If the Irish people 
think it well to have a political body to 


represent their views and aspirations, | 
why should they be sneered at as a) 
parcel of beggars by this gentleman, | 


who used to boast that he was the 
descendant of an Irish rebel, and, who, 
whatever else he was, was at 
a gentleman? We do 
a little We 


funds, but we know 


know that Mr. Hooley gave a cheque 
for £10,000, and that the party hung 
on to the cheque with bull-dog tenacity 
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the Irish | 
Nationalist Members because they may | 


hon. | 


everything was | 


Now, the political | 
finances of the Irish party are audited, | 


hundreds _ of | 


least | 
not know all | 
the particulars of the Tory political | 
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|for many months. And yet the repre- 
'sentative of the party come to Ireland 
‘and sneer at the scratch collections 
of the Irish Members! I speak of this 
because I hold that it bears on the 
administration of Ireland. It shows why 
the people are discontented when they 
are governed by men who have shown 
that they have so little consideration for 
men’s feelings and for common decency. 
There is not a man in the government of 
Ireland—whether Marquis, or Earl, or 
'Duke—I care not what his position 
may be—who does not put his hand 
and arm elbow-deep into the pockets of 
the Irish people. The right honourable 
Gentleman the chief Secretary for Ireland 
talk of a scratch collection for the 
‘common Irish people, in order that they 
might be represented in this Parliament. 
But what is his own salary? The right 
hon. gentleman, and men like him, who 
sneer at us because our countrymen 
generously subscribe to be publicly 
represented in this Parliament, draw 
thousands upon thousands for salaries, 
and hundreds of thousands to pay their 
expenses, travelling and otherwise, from 
the Lord Lieutenant with his £20,000 a 
year, and the Chief Secretary with his 
thousands, down to the poorest under- 
strapper who cleans their boots. I 
maintain that it is little short of 
audacious and insolent that any man in 
the position of the right hon. gentleman, 
should taunt and sneer at the Irish 
people because, though poor, they sub- 
scribe generously and liberally in order 
to maintain those who are fighting for 
their rights. I dismiss the sneering 
observations of the right hon. gentleman 
| with this remark, that no matter how 
injurious he may have considered them 
to have been to the Irish cause, they 
have had exactly the opposite effect on 
the Irish people, and on their representa- 
tives ; and have made them more resolved, 
if possible, than ever, to struggle for that 
day when they will be ruled by the 
men of their own choosing, and not 
by whipper-snappers sent over from 
this country to trample upon the 
liberties of the Irish people. ‘The right 
hon. Gentleman took his lessons at the 
feet of the First Lord of the Treasury, 
who was Chief Secretary for many 
| years. The Irish Members fought him, 
and he fought them. His hand was 
| heavy upon the Irish Members, and_ his 
| action was bitterly resented ; but I will say 
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this in regard to the right hon. Gentle- 
man the First Lord of the Treasury, that 
I have no recollection of a time, even 
when he made his fiercest attacks upon 
the Irish party, when he so far forgot 
what ought to be the ordinary bearing 
and the feelings of a gentleman, as to 
condescend from his safe place in Dublin 
Castle, with a large salary at his back, 
to sneer at his political opponents because 
they were not all drawing _ large 
salaries or receiving large sums of money 
from the public purse. The right hon. 
Gentleman, the present Chief Secretary, 
has, in my opinion, fallen, after his speech 
at Belfast, lower in the estimate of the 
masses and the Irish people than any 
Chief Secretary of Ireland has ever done. 
He has started coercion and_ started 
it meanly. He has not been satisfied 
with fighting the Irish party fairly, 
but has condescended to sneer at people 
in Ireland who are not as wealthy as 
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himself. The Irish Members may have 
their faults, but there is one thing 
they can claim. Here they are, 
whether England likes it or not. Poor 


they may be, but not all the wealth of 
the Empire, all the jewels in the King’s 
Crown, or all the gold in South Africa 
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of the Empire, and two of which were 
connected with the obligations which this 
country kad incurred. Was the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs in a position 
to make any statement that night in 
regard to the position of affairs in the 
Persian Gulf. He put the question for 
the reason that the affairs of the Persian 
Gulf were generally understood to fall 
within the purview of the Indian Office. 
No doubt that had been the case in the 
past, and had been a considerable con- 
venience, because the interests ot India 
were then generally bound up with that 
quarter. But we had reached a state 
in which affairs in that part of the 
world were beginning to be also taken 
an active interest in by other Powers, 
Various concessions had been obtained 
there, for instance by Russia, and the 
most important project of a railway to 
Bagdad, which was on the Persian Gulf, 
was in German hands. Within the last 
few months there had been a dispute 
between two Sheikhs, who called them- 
selves Sultans. At first sight it might 
appear that that was an ignoble dispute ; 
but there was a greai deal behind it, and 
the Government might allay anxiety in 


|regard to the outlook in future in the 


is able to buy a single one of them. | 


The Chief Secretary has visited certain 


portions of Ireland, among others my own | 


constituency where he promised something | 


which has never been performed. The 


right hon. Gentleman was courteously | 
' increased with reference to South African 


received by the people, in a way a gentle- 
man should be received; but I will 
tell the right hon. Gentleman that the 
result of his cheap taunts and sneers at 
the Irish people and their poverty is 
that if he goes to the same district he 
will be taught that though the people 
are poor there are some gentlemen 
in Ireland, and that the Irish people 
can appreciate, even in their governors, 
men who act as gentlemen. 


(7.40). Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, 
Eye) said that, seeing the under Secretary 
for Foreign Affairs in his place he took the 
opportunity of addressing a few questions 
on matters on which Amendments to the 
Address were not likely to be proposed, 
and the noble Lord might be able to 
remove some fears entertained in regard 
to the course of affairs in the Far East. 
He desired to bring before the noble 
Lord the Member for Rochester four 


topics which affected the material interests | 


Mr. William Redmond. 





Persian Gulf if they would make a frank 
statement in regard to the actual position 
and the recent course of events. 

The mover of the Address used the 
word ‘“ monopolises” with regard to the 
extent to which public attention had 


affairs. He ventured to protest against the 
use of that word if it was intended to 
convey the notion that the Government 
had all their attention monopolised on 
South Africa. There were so many parts 
of the world in which our interests were 
jeopardised by what was taking place, that 
South Africa should not be aliowed to 
monopolise our attention. Another 
question he wished to address to the noble 
Lord, was one that he had put in previous 
sessions, and last of all in the month of 
June last year. It was a question with 
regard to the claims which the British 
merchants had against the Porte for 
losses which they sustained during the 
disturbances in 1896. It appeared that 
the subjects of other Powers had their 
claims settled directly or indirectly ; 
the noble lord had said that the Turkish 
Government had not admitted the justice 
of those claims, but in one way or another, 
other Powers had succeeded in getting 
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the claims of their subjects settled, whilst ; British policy. 


not a single penny had been received by | 
any British merchant from 1896 to 1902 | 
from the Turkish Government with | 
regard to the losses sustained by them in | 
1896. | 

He also desired to refer to the dis- | 
turbance which took place in tke| 
autumn of last year in the Highlands | 
of Roumania. It occurredin a portion | 
of the country which, on a previous | 
occasion, was the first scene of an 
outbreak of a similar character, and 
every hon. Member was aware how very 
grave were the results of the outbreak. 
He thought it only right, having regard to 
the deep obligations this country had 
incurred under the Berlin Treaty, that 
some information should be given with 
regard to that matter. 

The fourth and last question he cesired | 
to put related to the position of affairs in 
European Turkey, and more especially to 
that part of Northern Macedonia called 
Old Servia. Great Britain, he was aware, 
only possessed in regard to that country 
the same treaty obligations which were 
possessed by the other Powers who signed 
the Berlin Treaty, but in view of the 
disturbance which had taken place, 
he asked whether any steps were 
being taken at the present time, or were 
likely to be taken in the next few 
months, to enforce article 23 of the 
derlin Treaty. 


*(7.50.) THE UNDER SECRETARY 
or STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Lord CRrANBORNE, Rochester): I 
will take this opportunity of answering 
the questions put by the hon. Member 
very shortly. The hon. Member has 
said in a portion of his remarks that 
the Persian Gulf belongs, if I may use | 
such an expression, to that debatable land 
lying between the India Office and the 
Foreign Office. That is of course the 
fact, but I shall be able to state in a few | 
words the position His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment takes up in regard to that question. 
There is no change in the attitude of the 
present Government from the attitude al- 
ways maintained by the British Govern- 
ment in the affairs of the Persian Gulf. 
Our position in the Persian Gulf, both 
commercially and politically, is one of a 
very special character, and His Majesty’s 
Government has always considered that 
the ascendency of Great Britain in the 
Persian Gulf was the foundation of 
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This is not merely a 
question of theory ; it is a statement of 
fact. Our trade interests there far exceed 
those of any other country, with regard 
to the political situation, being as it is 
secured entirely by the seas and by the 
forces on the sea. Our recognized 
maritime supremacy secures our political 
ascendency. But my information refers 
to an incident arising at a place called 
Koweit on the Persian Gulf. The policy 
of the Government with regard to Koweit 
which has been put forward with some 


‘insistence, is to maintain the status quo. 


His Majesty’s Government do not deny 
that the Sultan has a certain position 
there, very vague and ill-defined, and 
largely dependent on his religious leader- 
ship in the Mahomedan world, but that 
would not give him the right to disturb 
the status quo. Although we have no 
reason to believe that he desires to do so, 
it has been the duty of the Government 
to make it clear that they could not 
submit to any such disturbance. In con- 
sequence of the development of the 
unhappy dispute between two petty 
Sheikhs, we have been obliged to move a 


| small naval force to Koweittin order to 


see that the statis quo is properly and 
rigorously maintained. Among other 
points the hon. Gentleman called attention 
to the British claims arising out of the 
Armenian massacres in 1896. He called 
attention to the fact that the claims were 
not settled. I have no information on 
that point. He says other Powers have 
had their claims settled; the method 
under which those claims were paid was 
of a very indirect character. 


Mr. STEVENSON : 
paid. 


Still they are 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: I have no 
definite information that they are paid, 


| but however those merchants were paid. 


I should be satisfied if British merchants 
were paid in the same manner. These 
claims are being continually pressed upon 
the Porte, but it is impossible to expect 
anything like break-neck speed in the 
settlement of financial questions between 
the Powers and Turkey. The hon. 
Gentleman then referred to some dis- 
turbances in Asia Minor. It is true there 
were some disturbances in Asia Minor in 
the autumn of last year in the neighbour- 
hood of Khoosh and Van, but they did 
not, I am glad to, say amount to very 
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much. I can assure the hon. Member we 
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enough to say whether there was any 


are careful to keep an eye on all these arrangement between the British and 


matters, and the moment information 
reaches our Ambassadors that there are 
such disturbances, measures are immedi- 
ately taken to bring the facts to the notice 
of the Porte. The Turkish authorities 
are as anxious as the Government are to 
avoid serious disturbance in these regions. 
They were perfectly ready to send troops, 
and did send troops, out to these districts, 
and the danger was warded off. There 
was a very limited loss of life—nothing 
in the nature of a massacre. 

We are bound to recognise the fact 
that the state of affairs in Macedonia is 
as bad as it has been for many years 
past. No concerted action is yet being 
taken by the Powers or is in contempla- 
tion; but it is for the interest of all 
the Powers that these events should not 
be allowed to lead to anything like serious 
disturbance. The Government is always 
anxious, if attention is drawn to such a 
state of things, and whenever it has been 
found to be necessary, to make represen- 


tations at Constantinople in the hope of | 


persuading the Porte to take measures 
for their amelioration. More the Govern- 
ment cannot do; more it would not be 
politic to attempt. The real difficulty 
arises, not from ill will on the part 
of the Turkish authorities, but from their 
weakness ; and the best which can be 
hoped for is that by stimulating and 
effective remonstrances the Turkish 
officials may be induced to take as 
vigorous action as they are capable of 
doing to stave off the disturbances which 
threaten in those regions. I do not think, 
however, that matters have reached a 
point at which any anxiety need be felt, 
though I am certainly of opinion that 
this special condition of unrest in Turkey 
is a serious matter, and might, if events 
were to advance, prove of a very dan- 
gerous character, not only to Turkey, 
but to Europe. 


* (8.0.) Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhamp- 
ton, 8.) rose to ask a question arising out 
of the remarks made by the noble Lord, 
who, in answer to the hon. Member 
for Eye, had stated that the status quo 
was maintained. Would the noble Lord 
say whether it was the political status quo 
or the commercial status quo. All students 
of the question had noticed the approach 
of the German Railway, and he asked 
that the Under Secretary would be good 


Lord Cranborne. 


| 





German Governments; and what the 
position would be when the German 
Railway got to the port in the Persian 
Gulf. Hon. Members were aware that the 
Germans had, in the name of the Sultan, 
asked for a concession at Koweit; but 
whether they had obtained it or not 
nobody knew. It would be opposed by 
the Government if it were a_ political 
Railway ; but what was our understanding 
if the Germans only desired a commercial 
Railway? We had recently had, in 
China, experience of how easily a com- 
mercial status developed into a political 
status, 


* (8.5.) EARL PERCY (Kensington, 8.) also 
questioned the noble Lord as to the policy 
which the Government was prepared to 


adopt with regard to the Consular 
establishments at Van and Bitlis. It 


was impossible, in his opinion, for a 
gentleman residing at Van to keep an eye 
on affairs in the Bitlis province, and he 
desired to know whether the Govern- 
ment had altogether withdrawn our 
Vice Consul at Bitlis, and whether they 
had given instructions to our Consul at 
Van that he should spend a reasonable 
portion of his time at Bitlis in order that 
he might make himself acquainted with 
what was going on in that locality. 
Konia was the projected starting point 
of the German Asiatic Railway, and 
had been for many years, as Turkish 
towns went, an important centre of 
industry, in which the Austrians and our- 
selves had successfully developed a con- 
siderable trade. Trade was likely to 
follow the route of the Railway, and it 
was, therefore, in the highest degree im- 
portant that the only commercial hold 
this country had in Konia should not be 
relinquished. He desired, therefore, to 
know whether the post of British Consul 
there was still vacant, and whether it was 
intended to remain so. 


(8.10.) Lorp EDMUND  FITZ- 
MAURICE (Wiltshire, Cricklade) said 
that the Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs might say that having already 
addressed the House he was unable to 
answer further questions. Under those 
circumstances, he desired to impress on the 
noble Lord the fact that the Papers which 
he(Sir E. Fitzmaurice) pressed for last year 
in connection with Asia Minor and this 
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German Railway had not been presented. 
He would not enter into the character or 
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the extent of the pledge given by the noble | 
Lord, because at the time he was rather | 
disappointed at the small amount of in- | 
formation the noble Lord was willing to | 
promise, but even what was promised had | 
not yet been presented ; he therefore hoped | 
some information might now be given, | 
if only for the reasons which had been | 


touched upon by previous speakers, or that 
some opportunity might be given at an 
early period of raising these questions. 
Notice had been given of an Amendment 
which would specifically raise the question 


of the Persian Gulf, and he expressed the | 


hope th». ..fore long the House might 
have fair and full information as to how 
all these matters stood. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE 
under the impression that all the Papers 
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said he was | 


which he promised the noble Lord’ 
last year had been presented, but 
he promised to make inquiries. When 


he spoke a few minutes ago he referred 
to the political status quo. The com- 
mercial stutus quo was a 
the British merchants. If they were 


matter for | 


willing to maintain the ascendency of | 
Great Britain in the Gulf they could do) 


so. The hon. 


Member said that the | 


company were in treaty with the Porte | 


for a concession for the railway. This 
did not appear to be a very forward state 
of things. 


Mr. NORMAN: They have the con- 


cession. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE said there were 
certain negotiatioas and arrangements 
in respect of the railway, but it was a 


|He denied that the contest 


long step from a concession to the com- | 


pletion of an undertaking in Turkey. 
He could not enter into details at this 
moment with reference to Asia Minor, 
and he invited the noble Lord to place a 
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Under Foreign Secretary could give 
an answer to the many questions. It 
was a far cry indeed from the Transvaal 
to the Persian Gulf. It was not for 
him to complain that the debate had 
been irregular in this respect, for one 
would naturally expect, looking to the 
matters before the public, that the 
ordinary course of debate would have 
followed to some extent the line taken by 
the leader of the Opposition and the 
leader of the House. That would give 
some reality to the debate on the King’s 
Speech. One could not but be struck by 
some phrases in the Speech from the 
Throne. The first paragraph that struck 
one was the expression of regret that the 
war in South Africa is not yet concluded. 
Last October twelve months it was stated 
that the war was over, but, whether the 
statement was made for electioneering 
purposes or not, we knew now that 
that was not the fact. Seven months ago 
the Commander-in-Chief received a large 
sum of money and distinction at the 
hands of this House because the war was 
over, and yet the war was not yet over. 
How could the war be over when on 
Christmas Day one of the greatest disas- 
ters of the whole campaign befel the 
British Army? There was another para- 
graph in the Speech which he thought 
every fair-minded man, no matter what 
party he belonged to, could not help 
thinking was a sneer at our brave foes. 
now in 
progess could be accurately described as 
guerilla warfare. The statement was 


the King’s Speech. 


made that the British troops had displayed 
/ humanity, often to their own detriment, 


deserving of the highest praise. He 
thought one of the most objectionable 
and melancholy features of the contro- 
versy was the taunt levelled against every 


/one opposed to the Colonial Secretary 


'the troops 


specific question on the Paper referring | 


to the Consular appointments. (8.14.) 
(8.45.) Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said 
the debate during the last hour had been 
somewhat irregular. Since the First Lord 
of the Treasury addressed the House 
questions not exactly of foreign policy, 
but of small details of foreign policy 
had been raised which were far more 
appropriate to the Foreign Estimates or 
some occasion of that kind, when the 





and Lord Milner, that they were charging 
with inhumanity and 
cruelty. No such taunt had been made, 
and the fullest measure of praise had 
been accorded to the officers and men 
fighting in the campaign, and if there 
were charges of barbarity and inhu- 
manity, it was because of the methods of 
barbarity inspired by the Government. 
There was a covert innuendo in that para- 
graph in regard to the inhumanity of the 
Boer troops themselves. He thought it 
should be admitted that there had been 
on both sides bravery, and that although 
there had been isolated cases of inhuman- 
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ity, the officers and men on both sides had | There was another portion of His 
shown courage and humanity, and, speak-| Majesty’s Speech to which he wished to 
ing all round, the men had displayed | refer, namely, that in which they were 
clemency. It must be remembered that | told that a measure for land purchase 
when 1,000 men were on the race-course would be introduced in the coming session, 
at Johannesburg, at the mercy of their | It was not for him to indulge in prophesy 
foes, they were treated with the, They would say what they thought about 
greatest consideration and clemency | the Bill when it came before the House ; 
and the greatest possible humanity. but no one knew better than the Chief 
In connection with the disaster on | Secretary that no measure of land pur- 
Christmas Day, Lord Kitchener in his chase in Ireland could go in the direction 
report stated that General De Wet of settling the question unless it was a 
showed every consideration and gave Compulsory Purchase Bill. Every one in 
honourable treatment to the men. He, Ireland who was not blind knew it, and a 
regretted very much that again in the vast majority of the people, north and 
course of the debate the First Lord of the | south, east and west, had joined together 
Treasury defended the terrible policy | in their demand for it. The Chief Secre 
of farm burning and concentration | tary had indulged in some cheap sneers 
camps. Was it not more than probable at a popular movement, based on the 
that the policy of farm burning and the people’s will, established for the people's 
driving of women and children into the good and officered by the people, to bring 
concentration camps, more properly called | about compulsory purchase. The right 
cemetery camps, had driven the Boers to| hon. Gentleman had said that the 
desperation, and that they would never Irish people were united on a basis of 
lay down their arms until the last man plunder, and had spoken of the Irish 
was driven either to surrender or| party as being a mere machine for col 
slaughter? The First Lord of the  lectingmoney, Englishmen tested every- 
Treasury, in the course of his speech, | thing by how much they could get out of 
which was rather unworthy of his high | it. The Irish party had no object in this 
reputation in this House, justified the movement but the reduction of rent. 
policy of farm burning as a military The taunt came very badly from a Bench 
necessity. He (Mr. Flynn) denied that which enjoyed such a large share of the 
it was a military necessity. There! Civil Service money of this country. 
was the authority of the Blue-books| The Chief Secretary, who was utterly 
that houses were destroyed within | inexperienced in public life, got £4,450 a 
a radius of ten miles of the railway, | year, together with coals and lodging, for 
because trains had been derailed and | mal-administering the affairs of Ireland. 
because telegraph wires had been destroy-| The right hon. Gentleman went to 
ed, and because of other operations of that | Ireland and took a trip to the West ina 
kind. The derailing of a train and the | jaunting car, imparting his smiling bene- 
cutting of a telegraph wire were legiti- | diction here, indulging in a few Christian- 
mate operations of warfare, and it was | iike platitudes there, and then returned 
barbarous to burn houses in a radius of | to Westminster to draw his £4,450. If 
ten miles because of such operations,,the right hon. Gentleman was so 
The reason why the farm houses were keen on this money question, he saw no 
burnt was because the men we absent reason why he should not let the Chief 
on commando. He was sure that the  Secretary’s Lodge and add the rent to his 
House, and many people in the country, salary. The taunt that the Irish party 
would regret to hear from the First Lord | was an organisation for collecting money 
of the Treasury that the policy of farm | came very badly from the Chief Secretary, 
burning had not been abandoned. They | who knew so little of Ireland, and 
had been hoping that the sentiments of | certainly did not do his duty. Such 
humanity would have re-asserted their| language was never indulged in by a 
sway over the minds of the Government, ‘former Chief Secretary, the present 
and that farm burning would be discon-| First Lord of the Treasury, who had 
tinued once and for all. The statement} fought the Irish party vigorously, some- 
of the First Lord would be received} times they thought unfairly, and had 
with pain in many quarters, and with! thrown hon. Members into prison as 
amazement and disgust on the Continent | common felons because they were inspired 
of Europe. | by motives as worthy as his own; but 


Mr. Flynn. 
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he had never sneered at the members of 
the Irish party for their poverty. When 
the Chief Secretary was recently in 
the West of Ireland he must have seen 
there the condition of chronic misery and 
destitution of the people, not owing to 


the operation of nature’s laws, or to the | 


poor nature of the soil, but to an artificial 


and cruel system of laws which had | 


driven these poor people from the good 


and fertile land on to the rocks. The | 
Land League was created to deal with | 


that cruel state of things, and to press 
on to the Government of the day com- 
pulsory purchase in that part of the 
country. The Congested Districts Board 
themselves, when the President of the 
Board of Trade was Chief Secretary, had 
joined in the recommendation that the 
operation of the Acts under the Con- 
gested Districts Board should be made 
compulsory. They recognised clearly 
that without compulsory powers it would 
be impossible for the Board to undertake 
any amelioration of the condition of the 
people. And yet, because these people 
had combined to jog the elbow of the 
soard, and to try by self-help to improve 
the condition of things, coercion had been 
revived and Members of Parliament sent 
to prison. As he had ventured to say, 
speaking to his constituents, where the 


First Lord of the Treasury had failed, | 
for Ireland had now appeared in his place, 


the favourite of the Primrose Dames of 
Exeter was not going to succeed. Where 
one whom certain politicians called the 
strongest politician of modern times failed 
discreditably, the right hon. Gentleman 
who represented Dover was not going to 
make a political success ; and he warned 
the right hon. Gentleman that if he 
persisted in the course of trying to 
stifle those who represented the people 


of Ireland in this House he made a great, 


mistake. He little knew the power of 
resistance, the patience and the courage 
of the Irish people. They were all 
agreed that the condition of the people 
of the west of Ireland had been improved, 
and it was generally admitted that the 
landlords would not sell their lands, even 
at a fair price, to any Board or to the | 
tenants. Therefore they maintained that 
the Congested Districts Board should 
arm themselves with compulsory powers 
which were already granted to Corpora- 
ations and other urban bodies. There 
could be no permanent impression of any | 


value on the misery of these people unless | 
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the Board was armed with compulsory 
powers. 

The Chief Secretary was trying to 
extinguish the right of free speech in 
Ireland. If a dozen men came together 
| to discuss the situation they were batoned 
by the police, or prosecuted by removable 
magistrates. The extraordinary thing 
was that Members of the Government 
were going about wringing their hands 
saying “There is no crime, no disorder, 
and, therefore, Ireland is seething with 
‘discontent beneath the surface!” Ten 
or twelve years ago there was a certain 
‘amount of crime in different parts of 
Ireland, and that was made a pretext of 
coercion, but to-cay the absence of crime 
was made the basis of coercion. Ona base- 
less pretext the Government sent down 
their pliant tools, the “removable and 
promotable” magistrates, to other districts 
than their own to try politicians, and 
then asked the country to believe that 
that was fair play. He warned the Chief 
Secretary that that course was useless 
and impotent against the courage and 
resolution of the people who were 
determined to have their rights. If 
the right hon. gentleman was going to 
fight his political opponents, let him do 
it fairly and not indulge in cheap sneers, 
which came badly from an _ overpaid 
official. The right hon. Attorney General 


and he would ask the House what they 
thought of the conduct of the right hon. 
Gentleman. At the last December Assizes 
there were a certain number of cases in 
the city of Cork. A young woman was 
charged with the crime, somewhat rare 
in Ireland, of infanticide. Over a 
hundred jurors were on the list, and 
eighty were in the Court House. It 
must be remembered that these men, who 
were mustered and pushed about by 
policemen, had to come there under a 
penalty of £20. As the jurors came 
forward one by one they were ordered to 
stand down to the number of sixty-four, 
by the direction of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, the Attorney-General. This young 
woman was charged with larecny. It 
was an ordinary crime, calling for no 
special conditions, but in this case, out of 
seventy jurors in the Court no less than 
fifty-nine were ordered to “stand by.” 
He could give the House dozens of cases 
of this kind, but he would confine himself 
to these two as typical of the manner in 
which the stream of justice was polluted. 
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After the Counsel for the Crown had | 
ordered those fifty-nine jurors to “ stand | 
by,” thus impugning their honour, there | 
were only three jurors left, and the Court 

at last had to go back on those fifty-nine 

to obtain the remaining nine who were 

required. That was the justice they 

were getting in Ireland in the twentieth 

century, and it was the sort of thing that 

was constantly going on. It would be an 

enormous tax on one’s industry to follow 

closely all the cases. He had with him 

at least one dozen such cases, and when 

all this jury packing was going on, Irish 

Members were told to come to the House 

of Commons, and with bated breath 

listen to the philanthropic deeds of a 

well-paid Chief Secretary, and Attorney- 

General for Ireland. Could the House be 

surprised that under these circumstances 

in Ireland there existed at the present 

moment a strong contempt for govern- 

ment carried on in this way ? 


(9.20.) Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) 
said the House had just listened to the 
Speech from the Throne, and, as far as 
his experience went, he thought there had 
rarely heen a more unsatisfactory Speech 
from the Throne. The Speech was as 
remarkable for what it did not say as for 
what it did say. They would remember 
that at the commencement of last session 
people were very much agitated, both in 
Treland and in this country, upon the 
question of the oath that the King took 
upon his accession. So deep an impres- 
sion was made upon the public mind, 
that, after much correspondence, a Com- 
mittee was appointed to consider this | 
matter, and upon that Committee several 
experts upon theological law were placed. 
That Committee sat many times, and as 
a result of their deliberations, I believe 
some sort of compromise was arrived at, 
and their recommendations showed an 
endeavour to remove the objection which 
Roman Catholics felt upon that question. 
Naturally, they all expected that some 
results would come from that report, and 
they certainly expected that in this 
Session something would be done to meet 
the feelings of Roman Catholics in this 
matter. Looking over the history of 
Ireland, he was reluctantly compelled 
to confess that bigotry on the part 
of British statesmen had had much to do 
with the present unsatisfactory system of | 
government in Ireland. Any person who 
studies politics would come to the con- | 


Mr. Flynn. 


{COMMONS} 
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clusion that a great deallof the difficulties 
met with in dealing with Ireland had 
arisen from the bigotry with which British 
statesmen had treated the religious. 
question in Ireland. 

Upon the question of a Catholic Uni- 
versity they should have had some 
statement in the Speech from the Throne, 
holding out some hope to the Irish people. 
The question of a Catholic University 
had almost passed the-stage of argument, 
and most people would acknowledge that 
the Irish people had a distinct grievance 
upon this subject. He had heard the 
question debated again and again in the 
House. He had heard it put forward by 
the First Lord of the Treasury, and he 
had heard him ask his supporters what 
answer they could give to the case. They 
had heard no answer to the question 
which was satisfactory or worthy of being 
called argument. Mention was made in 
the Speech from the Throne of some Bill 
dealing with education in this country. 
Education in Ireland was dislocated, and 
they had a Board of Education in Ireland 
which possessed very little confidence on 
the part of the people, and what little 
confidence they had, entirely disappeared 
when the Archbishop of Dublin was 
compelled to resign his seat upon that 
Board. He certainly thought that when 
the Government were introducing legis- 
lation for England with regard to educa- 
tion something should be done to 
popularise to some extent education in 
Ireland. The first thing they had got to 
do in Ireland was to bring the Education 
Board in touch with the people, and until 
they did that they could not have any 
satisfactory administration in regard to 
education. 

One paragraph in the Speech from the 


| Throne dealt with the necessity for land 


legislation. A Bill on the subject might 
be introduced, but he doubted very much, 
in view of the programme which had 
been put forward, whether the Bill 
promised on this subject would ever 
come to the second reading. But even 
if it did the measure was handicapped by 
their own action. In Ireland the Govern- 
ment placed a premium upon agitation 
by refusing to do anything until they 
agitated, and when agitation got on foot 
they tried to choke it off by coercion, 
although they might afterwards adopt 
the tenets of the agitators. It had been 
so in the past and it was so in the present. 
Looking back over the last twenty years 





141 


whe 
the 
The 
the 
of t 
and 
den 
ow! 
| 
eno 
as € 
thai 
Afr 
mu 
com 
inju 
in 

spré 
fro1 
owl 
for 
plac 
Tete 
side 
whe 
tary 
pro 
Non 
the 
of t 
not: 
Thr 
of 

Las 
upo 
pro 
The 
pre’ 
the 
thei 
the 
whe 
to 

ten! 
for 
plu 
one 
had 
peo 
eas) 
mat 
peo 
and 
ven 
gra 
Lor 
tha 
sta: 
ord 
was 


140 


ties 

had. 
itish 
‘ious. 


Uni- 
ome 
one, 
ple. 
sity 
ent, 
that 
ince 
the 
the 
by 
he 
hat 
hey 
‘ion. 
ing 
in 
3ill 
ry. 
und 
ind 
on 
ttle 
red. 
vas 
hat 
en 
r1s- 
ca- 
to 
in 
to 
on 
til 
ny 
to 


he 
nd 
ht 
‘h, 
id 
ill 
er 
n 
"y 
n- 
m 
if 
ot 
ty 
t 
n 
t. 


‘< 


[7 





141 Address in Reply to 


who could deny that the Land Act was 
the result of the Land League agitation ? 
The benefits which had been given by 
the Land Courts were the direct result 
of the well known “ Plan of Campaign,” 
and even Lord Salisbury and others 


denounced the idea of allowing these | 


owners to apply to the Land Courts. 
There was another consideration which 


enormously handicapped Ireland, as well | 


as every other part of the kingdom, and 
that was the present war. 
African war, of which they had heard so 


much, had affected every class of the | 


community, and it certainly had had an 
injurious influence on the Land Question 
in Ireland. 
sprang up, a landlord was able to obtain 
from £110 to £112 for his land stock, but 
owing to the war, which had dragged on 


{16 January 1902} 


The South | 


Before this wretched war | 


for some years, that same land stock, if | 


placed on the market to-day, would not 
fetch more that £93. That was a con- 
sideration which must effect any landlord 
who contemplated selling. 
tary system for the sale of land had 
proved of no use whatever, and in the 
North, South, East, and West of Ireland 
the people had joined together in favour 
of the demand for compulsory sale. He 
noticed that in the Speech from the 
Throne there was no very definite mention 
of the probable cessation of the war. 
Last year certain conjectures were made 
upon this question, but subsequent events 
proved that they were entirely wrong. 
The whole thing would have been 
prevented had we had Statesmen at 
the head of 
their tongues and temper for the sake of 
the country. 


to war for, but it did know that nine- 
tenths of the differences were settled, and 
for the other tenth the country had been 
plunged into a war which would prove 
one of the most costly wars in which we 
had ever been engaged. And _ these 


people, who were thought to fall such an | 
easy prey, will live in history as having | 


made the most gallant stand that ever 
people made in defence of their hearth 
and home. In the previous session he had 
ventured to speak against the £100,000 
grant to Lord Roberts. One of the reasons 


Lord Roberts gave for annexation was | 


that the war had descended to the guerilla 
stage, and was no longer carried on in the 
ordinary way of military operations. He 


This volun- | 
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| carried on by the Boers by proper military 
operations, and he thought the annexation 
| by Lord Roberts was not right because by 
'that means he was enabled to employ 
forces against the Boers he would not 
have been able to employ against ordinary 
belligerents. These men were not rebels 
in the ordinary sense of the term. The 
| telegrams which had appeared in The 
Times newspaper clearly proved that so 
|far from the war having descended to a 
guerilla stage, it was being carried on on 
the principle of regular military man- 
ceuvres, and it was a most ungallant thing 
/to make these men rebels who had made 
'so great a stand for their home and coun- 
try. The people of England had proved 
they were favourable to the war, but the 
representatives of Ireland were returned 
pledged to vote against the expenditure 
in regard to the war. It might be said 
that those who sat with him had no right 
to speak for Ireland, but no one had a 
greater right to voice the views of Ireland 
than those elected to represent her, ana 
they would be false to themselves and the 
' people of Ireland if they did not proclaim 
in the House, as they had done in their 
own constituencies, that they had opposed 
this war as being an unjustifiable war, and 
/one which had been waged on behalf of 


_ capitalists, stock-brokers, and grabbers of 
| mineral wealth. 


affairs who would control | 


The country did not know | 
when we went to war what we were going | 


(9.42.) Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL, 
(Donegal, S.) said he had never befors in- 
tervened in the debate upon the Address, 

'and he only intervened on the present 
occasion in order to direct the attention 
to the House to the fact that a Member 
of the House was in prison owing to the 
action of a Member of the Executive of 
the House. The Chief Secretary was as 
responsible for the imprisonment of Mr. 
| O’Conor Kelly as if he had actually arrested 
him. A great outrage had been per- 
petrated on the Irish representation by the 
‘imprisonment of the Member who, how- 
ever, was perfectly willing to undergo any 
hardships for the cause ; but by the 
}action of the Executive he had been 
hindered in attending to his parliamentary 
duties. Mr. O’Conor Kelly in De- 
cember last was addressing his constituents 
on the subject of compulsory land pur- 
chase, at a meeting which was absolutely 
| legal, and there being no proclamation by 
| the Government that the meeting should 
‘not be held, and he was thereupon 


was of opinion that the war was still | prosecuted for illegal assembly. How 
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was that done? Under the law of 
England the first proceeding would be by 
summons before a magistrate, then by 
indictment, and finally by trial before a 
jury, but in Mr. O’Conor Kelly’s case 
the magistrate had been precluded from 
hearing it. The Chief Secretary sent 
down the Crown Advocate, who was to 
prosecute, and removable magistrates, who 
gave the judgment they were sent down to 
give ; they had simply carried out their 
orders, These men were, under the power 
of the right hon. Gentleman, removable 
without a moment’s notice. They were his 
judical utensils, and he has used them 
against his own colleague in the House. He 
appealed to any lawyer in the House 
whether the question of the meeting being 
legal or illegal was not one involving 
most grave considerations in law. The 
authorities on the matter were exact 
upon the fact that an assembly in 
order to he illegal must have used 
threats of violence or be accompanied 
by violence, but this meeting was _per- 
fectly peaceful. 
tary sent these gentlemen down he knew 
perfectly well what they would do. The 
removable magistrates were 
at-elbow retainers of the Irish Execu- 
tive. He never paid attention to annony- 
mous letters when they came to him, but 
he remembered receiving one from the 
Cape, which stated that a resident magis- 
trate, who had been actively engaged in 
prosecuting Members of Parliament, had 
been dismissed for gross peculation from a 
Cape Regiment. 
not know his antecedents when they ap- 
pointed him, how did they come to 
appoint him? If they did they were 
despicably base. He appealed to the 
Chief Secretary to defend himself against 
the accusation made against the Govern- 
ment of Ireland that this prosecution of 
Mr. O’Conor Kelly was evidence of the 
cowardice of the Government and of the 
rancour and barbarity of the Chief 
Secretary himself. He greatly regretted 
that in the Speech from the Throne there 
was no mention of any repeal or 
modification of the Titus Oates declara- 
‘tion put into the mouth of the King. 


He had raised the question in Com- | 


mittee of Supply as to whether the 
law officers of the Crown had any know- 
ledge of law or anything at all, except 
their salaries, in drafting the declaration. , 
He was then told he was out of order, | 
that it was the collective effort of the! 


Mr. Swift MacNeil. 


When the Chief Secre- | 


the out-! 


If the Government did | 








MONS} 


Government. The declaration made by 
the King on February 14th last was not 
in accordance with the Bill of Rights ; he 
was wrongly advised. The law officers, 
who had had no refreshers in the case, 
said the King could make the declaration. 
He wished them to tell the King to make 
it again on the day of his coronation, and 
he wished the Government then a happy 
deliverance from the Irish Nation. The 
hon. Member for North Islington had, in 
December, 1900, commented on the fact 
that there were too many relatives in the 
Government. He had heard that Lord 
Salisbury was about to resign, and his 
| feelings had been relieved when the 
| chorus of relatives had implored him not 
'to do so. He would tell Lerd Salisbury 
that charity should not begin at home, 
when that charity was administered out of 
public funds. He had not intended to 
make a speech, but “out of the fullness 
of the heart, the mouth speaketh.” He 
would ask first of all the Chief Secretary 
to defend the appointment of a poor 
relation of his. It was well known that 
whosoever provided not for his own 
|family was more than an infidel, and 
that being so his observations might be 
called scurrillous, therefore he would 
justify them. He was now able, after 14 
years, to quote to the House a _ begging 
letter from a family with which the right 
hon. Gentleman ought to be acquainted. 
(The hon. Member proceeded to read a 
letter soliciting,on purely personal grounds, 
an appointment as stipendiary magistrate 
fora Mr. Fitz Patrick.) The person alluded 
to eventually received the appointment. It 
was true that the letter was dated some 
time back, but things were as bad now as 
| then, and such individuals were put ina 
position to consign more respectable 
| gentlemen than themselves to prison cells 
for political purposes. Similar letters 
| were written by Lord Monk and others ; 
in fact, the resident magistracy was a 
means for providing out of public funds 
for the out-at-elbow protegees of the 
landlord class. It would require all the 
right honourable Gentleman’s powers of 
‘brilliant oration ” to answer the indict- 
ment brought against him. The hon. 
Member then referred to the case of a man 
named M’Gally, 68 years of age, greatly 
respected in County Sligo, who was sen- 
tenced by the “ Removables” to a month’s 
imprisonment. The magistrates were 
asked, but refused, to increase the term 
by one day, in order to give a right of 
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appeal, thus showing they distrusted the 
decision of the superior Court. In Eng- 
land there was an appeal possible in every 
case tried at Petty Sessions, but no appeal 
was allowed in Ireland. When the 
Coercion Act of 1887 was going through 
Committee the matter was pointed out, 
and the present First Lord of the Treasury, 
then Chief Secretary for lreland, said it 
was a mere omission, and pledged himself 
thas: there should be an appeal in every 
case. The exact words of the right 
hon. Gentleman would be found in 
Hansard for May 17th, 1887. That pledge 
had been flagrantly disregarded. If the 
humblest English Member was treated as 
Mr. O’Conor Kelly had been the House 
would consider itself to have been in- 
sulted. Unfortunately, however, there 
was one rule for English and another 
for Irish Members, and the sooner that 
was clearly understood the better. More- 
over, the Chief Secretary had violated the 
promise of the First Lord of the 
Treasury, that under no circumstances 
would the Coercion Act be put into 
operation unless first of all there had been 
a proclamation placing the county under 
its provisions. No portion of Mayo 
had been proclaimed, nor could it be, 
because for two years there had been no 
case of serious crime in the county. The 
whole system was an infamous contrivance 
for hindering the Parliamentary represen- 
tatives of Ireland from doing their proper 
work. The Chief Secretary could give 
no reply as to Fitzpatrick’s qualifications, 
nor as to why he chose two promoted 
police-constables to try Mr. Kelly on a 
highly technical offence ; he could only 
maintain his place and pose in the House ; 
but he (the hon. Member) warned the 
right hon Gentleman that if he attempted 
any outrage on Irish Members, they 
would make it very difficult and very 
unpleasant for him. 


*(10.15.) Str WILLIAM HARCOURT: 
As the Chief Secretary of Ireland does 
not rise to reply to the indictment of my 
hon. friend who has just spoken, I desire 
to call the attention of the House toa 
matter which I think ought to occupy its 
attention. I do not propose to go into 
the South African question generally— 
that is reserved for the Amendment to be 
moved subsequently—but,I wish to call 
attention to the present condition of the 
Cape of Good Hope with regard to the 
violations of the Constitution which have 


{16 January 1902} 
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taken place and are taking place there 
now. To my mind, perhaps the most 
melancholy thing at the Cape, next to 
the devastation of the territory as a 
consequence of the war, is the abolition of 
all the rights of British subjects in a self- 
governing colony. Only think what the 
condition of the Cape was before the war 
begun! One of the most thriving parts of 
His Majesty’s dominions, where every 
British subject was free—as free as we are 
in England ; described by Lord Milner 
at that time as a country distinguished 
for its loyalty in both races there. It 
had the eulogium of the First Lord of the 
Admiralty for its handsdme contribution 
to our Navy, voted, mind you, by a 
Parliament which consisted not only of 
British subjects but of Dutch subjects. 
When we consider that at this moment 
that territory has no rights, that it has 
lost all the advantages “and privileges 
which belong to free men, of which we 
are so proud and which we say we are 
going to communicate to the dominions 
that we have conquered, I think the 
House of Commons, which ought to be 
vindicators of the liberities of British 
subjects all over the world, ought at least 
to consider what is the situation of 
British subjects in Cape Colony. 

It is called a self-governing Colony. 
How is the self-government of tne Colony 
guaranteed by law ? Under the Constitu- 
tion of the Cape there is this prov ision 
which is embodied in Article 77 of 
the document of 1853—I may be mis- 
taken, but I think I am right in saying 
there has been no alteration in its 
stipulations : 

“ And be it enacted that there shall be a 
Session of Parliament of the Cape of Good 
Hope once at least in every year, so that a 
period of 12 calendar months shall not 
intervene between the last sitting of the said 
Parliament in one Session and its first sitting 
in the next.” 


Nothing could be more precise than 
that. Now, the last sitting of the Cape 
Parliament was on October 13th, 1900. 
The consequence was that by the law 
of the Constitution it was absolutely 
necessary to call Parliament together 
at the expiration of 12 months, and 
any further prorogation was _ illegal. 
Therefore a crime against the Constitution 
of Cape Colony by breaking the law has 
been committed ever since October 13th 
last by not calling Parliament together. 
I was surprised to hear the First Lord 
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of the Treasury in concert with the 
Colonial Secretary say, “Oh, but that 
was advised by the Ministers of the 
Crown.” What power have the Ministers 
of the Crown to abolish the Constitution ? 


{COMMONS} 





convenient not to call the Parliament 
of the Cape together. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I have no. 


| power. 


Is it possible to exhibit more extra-| 


ordinary ignorance of the first principles 
of the Constitution of this country or 
of a self-governing Colony than. to say 
that the Ministers, in collusion with the 
representative of the Crown, can at their 
will and pleasure prevent Parliament 
meeting in accordance with the law ? 


Here is the actual law, which I will | 


quote, if I may be permitted to do so, 
from the Constitution of the Cape: 

“And be it enacted that there shall be a 
session of the Parliament of the Cape of Good 
Hope once at least in every year, so that a 
period of twelve calendar months shall not 
intervene between the last sitting of the said 
-arliament of one session and its first sitting 
in the next.” 

But we are told that the Ministers of 
the Crown advised the Government to 
prorogue Parliament contrary to that 
Act. On the 13th of October last the 
‘ prorogation of that Parliament was an 
illegal act. Oh, but it is said, that was 
done on the advice of the Ministers. 
That is the doctrine of the Stuarts. That 
is the way Charles I. and Charles II. 
and James II. conducted affairs. The 
Ministers of the Crown advised the 
Crown not to call Parliament together. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman quoting what I said? I 
said the Ministers of the Colony. 


*Smr WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
Ministers of the Colony advised the 
Governor, who is the representative of the 
Crown, to break the law and not to call 
Parliament together. I say that isa grossly 
unconstitutional and illegal act I chal- 
lenge anybody to contradict me. Conceive 
what the consequence is. 


They recommend the 
Governor not to call the Parliament 
together and to prorogue it. If this can 
be done—and it has now been done for 
many months—there is nothing to prevent 
its being done for many years. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Hear, hear. 


them a majority. 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
right hon. Gentleman may find it extremely 
Sir William Harcourt. 


Suppose a set | 
of Ministers think they will find Parlia- | 
ment inconvenient and not likely to give | 


*Siz WILLIAM HARCOURT: You 
/have the power. Who is the man who is 
responsible for the law being broken ? 
|The Governor. The Governor is not 
bound to take the advice of the Ministers 
to break the law. If he looks at the 
records of the Colonial Office he will find 
that the Government has supported the 
Governors of the Colonies in preventing 
|laws being passed, and certainly he 
would have the power to prevent them 
assenting to an illegal act. If he is so 
advised he can say: “I have no power 
to break the law. That is advice I cannot 
take.” It is quite plain that if the 
right hon. Gentleman is right the 
Ministers may prevent Parliament ever 
meeting at all. If the Governor is bound 
to follow the advice of the Ministers, 
what you say is this—that it is in the 
power of the Executive Government to 
destroy the self-government of a Colony 
which has been conferred upon it by 
the Crown and by Parliament. That is 
the course you are adopting. The 
Executive has no such power. It cannot 
be denied that if this practice is to be 
continued the self-government of the Cape 
will be perpetually destroyed, as it is 
at this moment destroyed. There is 
no self-government at the Cape at this 
moment. What is the position of these 
Ministers? The Leader of the House 
said that Ministers are the creatures of 
Parliament and its majority, and it may 
| sometimes be a very convenient thing to 
destroy the Parliament. Who is to call 
these Ministers to account? By what 
right are they Ministers, and by what 
right is Sir Gordon Sprigg a Minister ? 
It is because he is supposed to enjoy the 
confidence of Parliament, but when Par- 
liament is destroyed what is the position 
of Sir Gordon Sprigg and whose confidence 
does he enjoy ? It is monstrous to assert 
that it rests with the temporary Executive 
to'destroy the self-government of a Colony 
by violating the law which guarantees the 
existence of its Parliament. That is a 
| constitutional proposition which I defy 
| any man to contradict or refute. It may 
| be necessary that the Parliament should 
| be suspended, and that you should make 
| provision for the suspension of the Consti- 


| 
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tution; but how is that to be done? It 
js to be done as was done in Canada in 1838. 
If the Colonial Secretary will condescend 
to read the speech of Lord John Russell 
on that subject when he introduced the 
Bill for the temporary Government of 
Canada, he will find some sound consti- 
tutional doctrines which I think he will 
do well to apply in this case. You cannot 
abolish the Constitution of a self-gover- 
ning colony by any other process than by 
Imperial action, and when the Govern- 
ment of Canada was suspended it was by 
Act of Parliament. He said that for a 


Minister of the day to take upon himself | 


to advise the perpetual prorogation, and 
destroy the Parliament of a self-governing 
colony, was a monstrous doctrine which [ 
venture to say there is not a British 
Colony would be found to accept. That 
is a doctrine of a most mischievous 
character. What was done in the ease of 
Jamaica? When the then existing Gov- 


ernment of Jamaica was done away with 


the local Government surrendered _ its 
existing Constitution into the hands of 
the Crown, and then the Crown, with 
Parliament, made a new settlement and a 
new Constitution. Where the local 
Government considered it desirable or 
necessary to alter the Constitution the 
proper course would be for the Parliament 


of the Colony to give its consent toa new | 


Constitution being framed ; but to say that 
it rests with a temporary Minister of the 
Crown to prevent the Parliament of the 
Cape of Good Hope meeting is a doctrine 
altogether subversive of the liberties of the 
people of the Cape of Good Hope now 
and hereafter. For what security is there 
that this Minister, or any other Minister, 
will not prevent the Parliament meeting 4 


If it is necessary to make a change in the | 


government of the Cape of Good Hope it 
ought to be done under the authority of 
the Parliament. 


authority from the Parliament which prac- 
tically he abolishes. 
to the course now taken, and | say, if it 
be necessary to suspend the Parliament 
of the Cape, it cannot be done by the 
Executive Government. It ought only 
to be done by the consent of the local 
Parliament or by the Imperial Parlia- 
ment, as in the case of Canada in 1838. 

There is another matter which griev- 
ously affects British subjects at the Cape 
of Good Hope, and that is the question 
of martial law. On this subject we are 
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| when 
ia thing, martial law ought not to operate. 
It could not be done | 
simply by the act of a single Minister, | 
who in point of fact only derives his | 


That is my objection | 


| martial law to the House. 
| opinion which, in the case of Canada, was. 
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left in total ignorance. We do not 
know how it is administered; but it is 
plain from such information as we have 
got that there is no man at the Cape at 
the present time whe is secure of his life, 
or liberty, or property being dealt with 


according to the law of the land. What 
is martial law? There are two 


things which are sometimes confounded,. 
military law and martial law. Military 
law is a code for the government of 
soldiers. It is administered upon definite 
principles according to the Articles of 
War, and people know what military law 
means. It has certain defined proceed- 
|ings and is contained in a code. But 
martial law is not law at all. It has 
' been laid down by Lord Hale that it is 
“a thing which is indulged rather than 
allowed.” Martial law is an_ illegal 
exercise of force necessary upon an 
emergency to preserve the peace. Do 
hon. Gentlemen, opposite agree with 
that? Very well but martial law is an 
emergency law. It occurs in a riot, in 
,a rebellion, and in an invasion. I am 
apparently stating the law agreeably to 
hon. Members opposite. I hope they 
i will equally agree with the conclusions 
'T am going to draw from that. It is 
a great thing to have your premises 
granted and then one feels pretty 
easy about one’s conclusions. 1 have 
said that martial law is_ essentially 
an emergency law, as it is, according 
to all the principles laid down by 
lawyers and by constitutional  states- 
/men, a law which is justifiable only by 
necessity, because there is no other law 
available. When the Courts are open 
—and I am going to quote some author- 
ities even greater than the First Lord 
of the Treasury upon this subject—and 
the common law can determine 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR dissented. 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
right hon. Gentleman shakes his head, but 
‘if I am not wearying the House, I should 
like just to read an opinion. The able law 
officers of the Crown of to-day will 
admit that there never were greater law 
officers of the Crown, than those who 
signed the opinion which I am about to 
read, Campbell and Rolfe. No greater 
names in questions of this kind could be 
quoted, and I will read their definition of 
This is the 
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given to the Government of Canada when 
they proposed to proclaim and maintain 


martial law in Canada in 1838 :— 

“The right of resorting to such an extremity 

is a right arising from, and limited by, the 
necessity of the case.” 
Now here comes a bit of Latin. I will, 
according to the old saying, veil the 
sentiment under the cloak of an ancient 
language :— 

“Quod necessitas cogit, defendit. For this 
reason we are of opinion that the prerogative 
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does not extend beyond the case of persons | 


taken in open resistance.” 
Do you cheer that ? 


“And with whom, by reason of the sus- 
pension of the ordinary tribunals, it is im- 
possible to deal according to the regular course 
‘of justice.” 


That is exactly the definition given | 


by Lord Coke when he says :—“ Peace is 
when the Courts of Justice are open.” 
People must be taken in resistance, 
and there must be no possibility of 
trying them by the ordinary law. 
Everybody knows that in the great 
rebellions of ‘15 and °45 traitors were 
tried by the Courts of Law, and even in 
the Bloody Assize during the Monmouth 
rebellion, which made the name of 
Jeffreys infamous, it was not by martial 
law that people were tried. Well, the 
opinion goes on : 

“ When the regular Courts are open so that 
the criminals might be delivered over to them 
to be dealt with according to law, there is not, 
as we conceive, any right in the Crown to 
adopt any other course of proceeding.” 

And mark this. This is really my 
conclusion : 

“Such power can only be conferred by the 
Legislature, as was done by the Act passed in 
consequence of the Irish rebellions of 1798 and 
1803, and also by this Irish Coercion Act of 
1833. From the foregoing observations, your 
lordships will perceive that the question how 


far martial law when in force supersedes the | 


ordinary tribunals can never in our view of the 
sasearise. Martial law isstated by Lord Hale to 
be in truth no law, but something rather 
indulged than allowed as law, and it can only be 
tolerated because, by reason of open rebellion, 
the enforcing of any other law becomes im- 
possible.” 


I agree with that altogether. 


“The question is, is it impossible that any 


other law in a case of this kind is impossible ; , 
and it cannot be said in strictness to supersede 
the ordinary tribunals inasmuch as it only | 


exists by reason of these tribunals having been 
already practically superseded, It is hardly 
necessary for us to add that in our view of the 
case martial law can never be enforced for the 
ordinary purposes of civil or even criminal 
justice, except in the latter, so far as the 


Sir William Harcourt. 
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; necessity arising from actual resistance compels 
: Remar 


| its adoption.’ 


| That I believe to be an absolutely 
| accurate statement of the constitutional law 
|of this country, and it amounts to this— 
| that martial law, if established chronically, 
must be authorized by Act of Parliament. 
But this martial law rests only on the 
authority of the Executive, without any 
| definition of the method or the means by 
‘which it is to be executed, and that is 
|contrary to the Constitution of this 
country. It is contrary to the practice 
and the traditions of this country. If you 
want martial law established, you ought 
to establish it by Act of Parliament. 

If 1am not wearying the House I want 
to establish the proposition, one of the 
greatest consequence to all of us, that it 
is not in the power of the Executive to 
destroy the liberties of the community 
without the authority of Parliament. Of 
course, if there was any Parliamentary 
‘authority at the Cape, you might establish 
martial law ; but you have destroyed the 
Parliament which could give the authority, 
and, therefore, the only authority that can 
be given must be given here. I am now 
going to quote a great authority, Sir 
James Mackintosh in the case of Demarara. 
This is his statement of the case :— 

“The Irish Statue, 39 George III., c. 2, after 
reciting that martial law had been successfully 
exercised to the restoration of peace so far as 
tu permit the course of the common law 
partially to take place, but that the rebellion 
| continues to rage in considerable parts of the 

kingdom, whereby it has become necessary tor 
Parliament to interpose, goes on to enable the 
Lord Lieutenant to punish rebels by Courts- 
martial. This statute is the most positive 
declaration that where the common law can 
| be exercised in some parts of the country, 
martial law cannot be established in others, 
though rebellion actually prevails in these 
others, without an extraordinary interposition 
of the supreme legislative authority itself.” 


If there be a rebellion raging in one 
part of the country, and there is another 
part of the country where the Courts of 
Law are open and can be applied to, it is 
before these Courts of Law, and not 
| before military tribunals, that the subject 
‘is to be brought. That is the constitu- 
tional doctrine, and to depart from it is 
most mischievous and most dangerous. 


“Thus the matter stands,” says Sir James 
Macintosh, “by the law of nations; but by 
‘this law of England it cannot be exercised 
except where the jurisdiction of Courts of 
Justice is interrupted by violence.” 

[ Hear, hear! from Ministerialists] Yes ; but 


| is it interrupted at the Cape by violence ! 
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I am informed that the Courts of Law 
are sitting all over the Cape, and are 
administering the law and are fit to 
try these cases. And, therefore, you 


have no right to call cases before the | 


military tribunals. I admit there may be 


circumstances —I have not seen them. 


stated—which might make it necessary 
to authorise martial law, even although 
the Courts were sitting; but that can 
only be done by statute. 


stated expressly in the statutes that mar- 
tial law may be exercised “ though Courts 
are sitting,” this reservation showing 


that without special statutory authority | 


martial law could not be exercised. 
There is another thing certain — that 
where martial law is exercised without 
the authority of a statute, you are 
obliged to come for an indemnity. And 
in all these cases—you may go back, 
strangely enough, to the time of 
Wat Tyler’s rebellion for the instances— 
of martial law exercised without special 
authority there is a statute of indemnity 
brought in. I should like to call attention 
to a very remarkable example of this 
which took place in the island of St. 
Vincent, where martial law had been 
exercised and the Government brought in 
a Bill of indemnity when they had had 
recourse to martial law. They sent home 
this Act of Indemnity, and the Act stated 


that it had been lawfully and necessarily | 


exercised. The Colonial Secretary of 
those days, the Duke of Newcastle, wrote 
back and said :— 


“The first clause declares the proclamation 
of martial law to have been lawfully issued, 


but this is not the fact and ought not to have | 


been so declared. In proclaiming martial law 
the executive authority in fact declares it is 
obliged for the protection of the community to 
neglect the law, trusting to the Legislature to 
relieve all who in obedience to the constituted 
authority may have acted in defiance of the 


law for the public safety, protecting them from | 


the consequences of acting unlawfully. The 
proclamation was right and necessary, but it 
was not strictly lawful, and to declare it so 
would be to endanger a most important con- 
stitutional principle.” 


Thus the Colonial Secretary of a free 
country would not allow martial law 
to be recited even in an Act of Indemnity 
as a lawful act. The Act of Indemnity 
was required because it was an illegal 
act ; and therefore I would confidently 
state that martial law by the sole 
authority of the Executive is justi- 
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That has been | 
laid down over and over again, and it is | 
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‘fiable just as certain homicides are 
justifiable, and that you may defend 
yourself by killing another man in 
an emergency, but in the ordinary 
case you must take your remedy in 
the Courts of Law. So in regard to 
martial law. The emergency at the time 
and the preservation of peace are to be 
dealt with by the Executive, but if martial 
‘law becomes chronic, if it is to exist in a 
state of society where you have the Courts 
of Law acting side by side with martial 
law, then it can be only under the authority 
of Parliament which regulates the conduct 
of that martial law. That is what was 
done in 1833 when the tremendous 
Coercion Act of Ireland was passed. 
You should take care to see that pre- 
cautions are taken in measures of this 
character. When martial law was enforced 
in the Act of 1833 care was taken to 
regulate these Courts-martial. In the 
first place the authority was placed 
in the Lord Lieutenant. He was to 
authorise a field officer to convene a 
Court-martial. There were not to be less 
than five nor more than nine men on the 
Court-martial. I wonder if that is the case 
at the Cape! Iam told that it is only three. 
If so, it is a distinct violation of the 
securities which have been given to leave 
a decision which might involve life or 
death at the Cape to three men. The 
| security is this, that out of nine men 
seven have to concur to give the sentence. 
Is that the case with the Courts-martial 
at the Cape? I do not know; we have 
had no information, but this Parliament 
ought to ask for the information. We 
ought to have an official statement of the 
constitution of these Courts-martial, on 
what principles they are administered, and 
whether they are regulated as they have 
been regulated before by this House. 
With less than nine, five must concur 
under the Act of 1833, and there is 
to be no officer upon a Court-martial 
under the rank of captain. Is that rule 
observed at the Cape? The parties are to 
have counsel and attorneys to examine 
and cross-examine witnesses as in a Court 
of Law. Is that the case with Courts- 
martial at the Cape? That is why I say 
if you are to bave martial iaw, not to be 
enforced in an emergency but as a regular 
system going on in administering the law, 
then it must be based under the authority 
of the Parliament of the Cape; but you 
have destroyed the Parliament of the 
Cape. It is prorogued again, though the 
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right hon. Gentleman said last year that 
it would meet in October. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I reported 
the statement made by the Prime Minister 
of Cape Colony ; I offered no opinion. 

*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: You 
approved of it. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Of what ? 
*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I have 


no objection to the prorogation if it is with- 
in the terms of the Act, but after October 
13th it was an absolutely illegal act in 
regard to every one who took part in 
it. The right hon. Gentleman was an 


accessory after the fact. There are 
penalties even for that. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: If it is a 
crime. 

*Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: I do 
not know exactly how we are to 


proceed in the matter, but I would 
venture to suggest that if this trans- 


action is to take place it ought 
to be legalized. There may arise oc- 


casions where it is necessary to suspend 
the Parliament. It can be legalized by 
an Act of the Imperial Legislature. There 
may be cases where you find a condition 
of society in which there is need for a 
continuing chronic state of martial law. 
That must be legalized by statute, in order 
that you may have provisions giving se- 
curity to the subjects that no greater 
suspension of their liberties may be made 
than is necessary. By the suspension of 
the Constitution of the Cape and the ad- 
ministration of martial law you have set 
the example of violating the law, and you 
ought to come to Parliament for an Act 
of Indemnity, and if you want to continue 
the administration of martial law you 
ought to get a statute authorizing the 
suspension of the ordinary law. In that 
way you would pay respect to the true 
principle of self-government and follow 
the traditions of a law-abiding country. 


(11.0.) Mr. 7. CHAMBERLAIN: In 
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‘likely to carry out his object. The right 
hon. Gentleman has made a speech to-night 
iin which he has dealt with two subjects, 
first the postponement of the meeting 
, of the Cape Parliament, contrary to the 
provisions of the Cape Constitution, and, 
secondly, he has complained of the in- 
stitution of martial law in Cape Colony, 
He did not say a word about tke institu. 
tion of martial law in Natal, where it 
has existed for two years with the full 
assent of the population, and where 
Parliament is still sitting, and no opposi- 
tion has been manifested. 

Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT: I 
suppose Parliament has authorised it. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: But the 
right hon. Gentleman desires, I under- 
stand, to alter the situation in these two 
respects ; he requires the intervention of 
the Imperial Government to force a meet- 
ing of the Cape Parliament against the 
wishes of the Ministers of a majority of 
the Cape population. He also desires 
that by some Act of the Imperial Parlia- 


'ment we should prevent the operation of 


replying to any speech that may be made | 


from the Benches opposite I have always 
to bear in mind that it is the earnest desire 
of every Member there to bring the war | 
to a successful issue. I try to keep that | 
in mind even after the speech of the right 

hon. Gentleman, and I shall not impute to 

him any motive inconsistent with what I | 
suppose to be his intention, though I am | 
bound to say I do not think that the, 
method he has taken is the one most | 


Sir William Harcourt. 


martial law in a self-governing colony. 


Sirk WILLIAM. HARCOURT: The 
right hon. Gentleman misunderstands me. 
I did not say to prevent the operation of 
martial law. If it is necessary you should 
authorize, legalize, and regularise it. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : He contends 
that the Cape Parliament in a self-govern- 
ing colony has no authority whatever to 
institute martial law— 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: If 
the Cape Parliament existed it could 
authorize it. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman wait until I have 
finished my sentence? Are _ those 
Ministers of the majority of the Cape 

Parliament, in the absence of a session, 
/to have no authority whatever in the 
government of the Colony to authorise 
the institution of martial law without a 
Bill of Indemnity, forsooth, from the 
Imperial Parliament ? I have stated what 
I believe to be the right hon. Gentleman’s 
object, and there is no doubt whatever 
he has raised two questions of immense 
importance, which, if decided in his sense, 
would undoubtedly provoke an immense 
amount of comment and of unfavourable 
criticism in our self-governing colonies. 
But whilst bringing forward views of this 
enormous importance the right hon. 
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-tinctly an attack upon the Ministers of 
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Gentleman confines himself to general | 
statements and does not follow his er 
by any Amendment. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: I want | 
to know what your martial law is. I) 
demand an account of this martial law, 
and you ride off upon this taunt. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I thought | 
the right hon. Gentleman was a lawyer, | 
a constitutional lawyer, and should have | 
thought he knew better than myself what 
martial law is. I am going to tell him | 
before I sit down ; but w hatever it may 
be it does not touch this question in the | 
least, this double question, whether the | 
Imperial Government should interfere in | 
the matter of a meeting of the Cape 
Parliament, and, secondly, whether we | 
should interfere with the martial law to | 
which the Cape Government has given con- 
sent. I say again these are questions in- | 
volving the relations of the United | 
Kingdom with its colonies of such 
enormous importance that if the right | 
hon. Gentleman thought proper to bring 
them forward at all he ought to have 
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coneluded with an Amendment and taken | 


a decision of the House 
views. 
to raise questions of thisdelicate character, 
closely affecting the powers of 
governing colonies, without, at all events, 
having the courage to tak tke opinion 
of the House upon them. 
questions are questions for a self-govern- 
ing colony, 


upon 


his | 
In my opinion it is monstrous | 


self- | 


Both these _ 


and I might very easily rest | 


myself there, but I do not choose to do | 


so. I am perfectly ready to give the 


House the opinion of the Government on | 


this action by the Government of a self- 
governing colony, and I believe it is 
entirely right in both instances. 


approve of it. It is not my business to 
accept responsibility, and it would be an 


I am) 
not responsible for it, but I entirely | 


impertinence for me to interfere with the | 


responsibility of the Cape Government. 
But I thoroughly approve of the decisions 


which they have taken in both cases. I | 


think they were absolutely right to post- 
pone the meeting of Parliament, and 


absolutely right to calt for the institution | 


oi martial law throughout Cape Colony. 
Having said in the clearest and frankest 


way that I am in entire agreement with | 
the action of the Cape Colony, I am | 


obliged again to point out to the right | 
hon. Gentleman that his attack is dis- 
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a self-governing colony, and that it is 
entirely inconsistent with all that interest 
in self-government, which from him, 
| claiming “to be a representative of the 
older Liberalism and taking credit for 
the institution of self-governing colonies, 
comes ill. The Ministers of the Colony, he 
says—for this cannot possibly apply to 
the Imperial Government—are adopting 
the doctrines of the Stuarts; they are 
guilty of grossly illegal and unconstitu- 
tional acts. I rather ‘object to adjectives 
which are unnecessary and offensive ; but 
the words “ illegal and unconstitutional ” I 
admit—that is to say, the Ministers of 
Cape Colony have taken upon themselves 
to decline to fulfil the conditions of 
the Constitution and the law. That is 
an illegal act. The Ministers of this 
country, although we have not lived in 
such troublous times and in such cireum- 
stances of emergency, have, even in times 
of perfect peace, done illegal and uncon- 
stitutional acts from time to time, and 
we have had to come to the House of 
Commons for an indemnity. The Min- 
isters of Cape Colony express their full 
intention and perfect readiness at the 
proper time to go to their Parliament 
and ask them for an indemnity for the 
act which they believe now, in the 
interest of the Colony and of the Empire, 
they are forced to take. That is the 
position. What is the use ofall this legal 
lore ? If it were a question of the Courts I 
should not presume to stand up against 
the right hon. Gentleman ; but it is a 
question of common sense, and, if I may 
use an expression which is sure to be a 
popular one in the present session, it is 
a question of “ efficiency,” in the presence 
of a great emergency, and of a war which 
is calling for great sacrifices from the 
Cape Colony as well as from the mother 


country. 

Now, Sir, what is the position 
of the right hon. Gentleman? I have 
stated the facts. An illegal and un- 


constitutional act has been committed by 
the Cape Ministers, who say that they 
will ask for an indemnity when the 
exceptional circumstances have come to 
an end. I quite understand that, when 
the Government of a_ self-governing 
colony does anything which the right 
hon. Gentleman does not like, his atfec- 
tion for self-government becomes tepid. 
[ Hon. MEMBERS : Oh!] But that is not 
the point. The right hon. Gentleman 
contends that these Ministers having taken 


159 Address in Reply to 


this action, the Imperial Government 
should interfere to prevent them; and 
he says that the Governor of Cape Colony 
is our servant, and that the Governor of 
Cape Colony could, if we chose, refuse to 
give his assent to the proposals of the 
Cape Ministry. Yes, that is perfectly true. 
Theoretically, this Parliament can pass 
laws for all the colonies. Theoretically, 
the Governor, under instructions from the 
Secretary of -State for the Colonies, can 
veto every Bill passed by every Colonial 
Parliament. Does the right hon. Gentle- 


{COMMONS} 





man suggest that we should take ad- 
vantage of that power? Clearly not. I 
do not attribute such a ridiculous position 
to him. Then, does he contend that this 
is such an exceptional circumstance that | 
we are bound to interfere and to set | 
ourselves up against what is not only the | 


decision of the existing Cape Government, | 
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question which the right hon. Gentleman 
has raised—the question of martial law. 
Anybody would think that the right hon. 
Gentleman was hardly aware that there 
was any emergency at all. He talks as. 
though we were in times of peace, and he 
argues as one might argue in a Court of 
Law. But the whole position of the Cape 
Government and of this Government is 
that an emergency has arisen, and in case 
of an emergency martial law is the 
abrogation of the ordinary law and the 
substitution of an arbitrary law. There 
is no doubt about that. That, again, is 
common sense, as well as good law. The 
right hon. Gentleman comes down here 
and tells us that the ordinary Courts of 
law are superseded. 

Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT : I said 
they are sitting. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: But that 


which is the only Government that we | they are superseded in certain cases by 
can recognise, but what is, I believe, the | the Courts of martial law. That is per- 
view of the great majority of the popula- | fectly true, and that might cause us to 
tion of Cape Colony, whether Dutch or | shiver or to be indignant, according as if 
English? Sir, in the first place, as I have | we were frightened or angry, if we 
frankly stated, we entirely agree with the | were dealing with ordinary ties, with 





view which they have taken. But if I | 
disagreed, I cannot conceive it possible 
that I should venture to advise the House 
to support me in going against the decision 
of the Cape Government in such circum- | 
stances. There may be occasions in which | 
this right of Imperial veto and control | 
may still have to be exercised ; but only | 
in cases in which Imperial interests are | 
concerned—never in cases in which the 
circumstances are such as to concern the 
internal affairs of the Colony alone. 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT : This is | 
not the Secretary of State vetoing an Act 
sent up to him. It is a Ministry violat- 
ing a law. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The right | 
hon. Gentleman raises another question, 
with which I will deal when I come to 
his objection to martial law. But my | 
case is that, whatever the Cape Govern- 
ment has done, we have no right to 
interfere unless Imperial interests are | 
concerned. I say in this case no Imperial | 
interests are concerned, and therefore I 
would not interfere even if I disapproved 
of the action of the Cape Ministry. I do 
not disapprove of the action of the Cape | 
Ministry, and so long as His Majesty’s | 
present Government are in office we will | 
give them all the support we can possibly | 
give them. 

I come now, Sir, to the 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 








second 


But we are dealing with 


times of peace. y 
We are dealing 


times of emergency. 
with times of war. We are dealing with 
more than that. We are dealing with 
times of rebellion; and I do not care a 
scrap for the legal authorities on one side 
or the other, which the right hon. Gentle- 
man may quote as decisions which ought 
to govern the decisions of the Executive 
Government. I say, if the law is broken, 
it is to the existing Law Courts that you 
must go for a decision on that point. I 
say the Government has only to deal with 


| an emergency which exists, and to take 


advantage of the universal practice, not 
of this country, but of all countries in 
such a case, to abrogate the ordinary 
law. The right hon. aentleman tries to 
make out that there is something excep- 
tional in the fact that martial law exists, 
and has been operative in Cape Colony 
at the same time that the ordinary Courts 
of Law are sitting. I believe he insinuates 
that that is an illegal position. Very 
well, let him bring it before the Privy 
Council. [Opposition cries of “Oh!”] 
I do not mean a personal appeal. Let it 
be brought before the Privy Council. 
The Privy Council still sits in this country 
and could decide a question of that kind ; 
and, although I fear to tread upon ground 
with which I am unfamiliar, I believe that 
the Privy Council has been appealed to in 
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precisely that case, and that the Privy | which he, forsooth, wishes to deprive us in 
Council has given its decision, which | this particular struggle, with the certainty, 
happens to be opposite to that which has | if he did so, that it would prolong the con- 
been expressed to the House of Commons | tinuance of the struggle. The right hon. 
by the right hon. Gentleman. The | Gentleman concluded by saying that he 
opinion of the Privy Council is good | wished to have these illegal proceedings 
enough for me. What the right hon. | legalized. Well, Sir, I pointed out, so far as 
Gentleman wants, is that I should set my- | martial law is concerned, that if any wrong 
self up, not as a lawyer, but arbitrarily as an | has been done there is already a tribunal 
executiveauthority, tooverrulethe judicial | open to those who consider themselves 
opinion of the Privy Council, tooverrulethe | aggrieved, before which they can bring their 
opinion and the wishes of the Cape Govern- | case, and by which they can have it settled. 
ment, and to establish a law of my own. | But, as regards the other point—the ques- 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND : You | tion of the postponement of the meeting 
ought to be made King. |of the Cape Parliament—that can be 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Tam much | legalized, and will be legalized, by an Act 
obliged to the hon. Gentleman for his| of Indemnity. But it is not to this 
wishes for my elevation, but that is not | Parliament, at all events in the first 
my own ambition. Sir, martial law is, | instance, to which an appeal will be made 





undoubtedly, a very disagreeable state of | 
things, an abnormal state of things ; what | 
the right hon. Gentleman calls an illegal | 
and unconstitutional state of things. But 
it is a state of things which every nation 
has found necessary in the circumstances 
in which we stand. If we are carrying 
on a war, and if there is rebellion in part | 
of our own territory, the establishment of | 
martial law has always followed, in past | 
history, that state of things; it has 
followed that state of things to-day, and | 
it appears to me to be justified. The only | 
justification which I offer is the necessity 
of the case. The emergency is the justi- | 
fication. Sir, I challenge the right hon. | 
Gentleman to bring this matter to the 
test of a division in the House of | 
Commons. What form would his Amend- 
ment take? What are the questions 
which the House would have to decide ? | 
They would have to decide this. Is, | 
in the present circumstances, martial 
law necessary? That is the first) 
question. The second question would | 
be, If martial law is to exist, ought it | 
to be made effective? If he will move 
an amendment negativing these two. 
propositions I am perfectly prepared to | 
take issue with him and to take the} 
sense of the House on the subject. The 
only effect of the action of the right. 
hon. Gentleman, which is, as I say, | 
inconsistent with the desire which I, 
attribute to him to bring the war to a) 
conclusion—the only effect would be to | 
deprive us of a most important weapon, | 
a weapon which has been found to ° | 
important in similar circumstances, which 
has been used, as I have said, by a 

belligerents in the same case, but of 


| for me. 


to pass an Act of indemnity ; it is to the 
Parliament of the Cape Colony. 

Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT: When 
is it going to meet ? 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: When is 
the war going to end ? 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: By the 
next general election. 

Mr J. CHAMBERLAIN : I can say I 
can heartily share the hon. Gentleman’s 
hope and expectation. But, clearly, that 
is the common-sense answer. The state of 
things to which the right hon. Gentleman 
referred, with regard to martial law especi- 
ally, certainly will not end until the emer- 
gency ends. The time when the Ministers 
of the Cape Colony may think that it is 
right and proper to summon the Cape 
Parliament is for them to fix and not 
But this I can say—the reasons 
which they gave, and which I read out to 
the House in the last session of Parlia- 
ment for not calling that Parliament 
together, remain in full force. There 
is not one of the reasons they gave which 
does not exist at the present time, and, 
in these circumstances, the case is no 
stronger against postponement than it 
was then. I say again, with regard to 
the whole question, that in a war you 
must take the consequences. We are 
not now discussing the merits of the 
war—whether it is just or unjust. It 
is possible the opinions of the right hon. 
Gentleman may be more or less in- 
fluenced by the view he takes of the 
character and justice of the war; but, 
at the present moment, that is not the 
subject of discussion. If you go to war 
you must take the consequences of war ; 
certainly you must make the sacrifices 
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which are demanded in order to carry it to ; House were on this side of the House I 
a successful conclusion. In my opinion, | can remember several afternoons being 
it would be the very height of folly either | spent in discussing the question of London 
to abandon the power which is given to us| Water supply. I do hope that the 
by martial law at the present time, or to | Government, if they proceed with this 
call together the Cape Parliament in | Bill, will attempt to do something final and 
existing circumstances, which would bring | settle the question. I will not labour the 
about a confusion which would give | question of the Education Bill. However 
encouragement to the enemies of the | agreeable it may be to discuss the short- 
country, which would, I believe, be a| comings of old friends I do not intend 
serious disadvantage to the Cape Colony, | to deal with their Education Bill at any 
and which the Ministers of the Cape| length. Suffice it to say that in 1896 
Colony entirely disapprove of. this question was to be dealt with, and 

(11.27.) Lorp WILLOUGHBY DE | that after controversy it was decided that 
ERESBY (Lincolnshire, Horncastle): | the best course the Government could pur- 
do not think I would be entirely mis- | Sue was to fulfil the promise given at the 
interpreting the spirit of my constituents | general election, to provide sutticient funds 
if I were to say that the legislative pro- | t0 make the voluntary schools efficient. 
gramme of the Government will not | Very few sessions have passed in which 
disappoint them, because they did not | Irish Land Bills have not occupied a con- 
expect that His Majesty’s Government | siderable time of the House. I think there 
would introduce any measure of very great | are many on this side of the House who 
importance in view of the war in which | Share the opinion that these measures are 
we are at present engaged. All of us, | necessary, and we would heartily support 
when we looked at the legislative pro-| the Government in carrying them into 
gramme, must have recognised that it |Jaw. I hope the First Lord of the 
contains many old friends; at any rate, | Treasury will not take it amiss if I ask 
they appear under the same old names, | him, in dealing with these questions, to 
The first, is a measure to provide Lon- | look a little ahead and see that they are 
doners’ with water, the second, is a measure | passed into law. I think my right hon. 
to deal with the question of education, and | friend must understand the position of 
the third is a measure dealing with Irish | county Members like myself in dealing 
land. These questions, however, are not | With matters in which they or their consti- 
of deep interest to myself or my consti- tuents are not particularly interested. 
tuents, and I am somewhat doubtful | Anxious as I amto support theGovernment 
whether the right hon. Gentleman the | and anxious as I believe my constituents 
Leader of the Opposition was not quite are that the Government should have a 
right when he said that there was not a/| large and united majority, I cannot help im- 
great deal of enthusiasm in regard to the | pressing on the First Lord of the Treasury, 
prospects of an Education Bill. I know | at this early period of the session, the 
that in my constituency there are some | necessity of as far as possible mapping 
who consider that we have spent a great | out the time of the session, so that it 
deal too much money on education, | Should be used not merely for the purposes 


and others who consider that money | of idle debate, but rather for the discussion 
is not spent to the best advantage. | of Bills which are meant to be passed. 


We think that the money should have; (11.34). Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, 
been spent in making for better effi- | N.) moved the adjournment of the debate. 
ciency. I do not think that any of | Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 
the vey sate oe a a —o eae _ the hon. Gentleman has moved theadjourn- 
a = oor A t so a ¥ ose Fe | ment of the debate with a view of moving 
— pad ns : a : W, = Bill f xf |an Amendment to-morrow. I very much 
ong As hina ty i porte “Neos ‘hope that we shall get over this pre- 
ian “Bill vee phar ‘with : When | nese oo ak — ea rene 

: 5 : | and therefore I will not resist the motion 
the right hon. Gentleman, the Member for of the hon. Gentleman. 


the Sleaford Division, was President of ; i : : 
the Local Government Board we had| Debate adjourned till To-morrow. 





frequent Water Bills before us ; and even Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
when gentlemen on the other side of the 

Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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before Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Friday, \7th January, 1902. 


(3.0.) PETITIONS. 
ROYAL DECLARATION. 
Petition from Skye, against alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR (CONCENTRA- 
TION CAMPS.) 


{17 January 1902} 


Petitions. 


166. 


killen, Mullingar, Omagh, Wicklow, and 
Drogheda [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


AGRICULTURAL AND TECHNICAL 

INSTRUCTION (IRELAND) ACT, 1899. 

Copy presented of Minute by the 
Department of Agricultural and Technical 
Instruction for Ireland sanctioning certain 
| forms of Instruction for the city of Cork 
{by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


UNIVERSITY OF GLASGOW. 
Copy presented of Annual Statistical 





Petition from Coalville, for improve- 
ment of administration ; to lie upon the | 
Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897. 


Return [presented 16th January], to be | 
printed. [No. 9.] 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL ACTS, 1865 
AND 1869. 

Copy presented of Order in Council of | 
; 13th January, 1902 authorising the grant | 
+ from the funds of Greenwich Hospital of 
~ Pensions to the late Director and Clerk | 
in Charge of Greenwich Hospltal [by | 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. ie 


Speech indicates revision by the Member. 


| 
| 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD, 

(IRELAND. ) | 

Copy presented of Report to the Local | 

Government Board for Ireland on the | 

: Financial Provisions of the Poor Law | 

~ Superannuation (Ireland) Bill, 1901 [by 
© Command]; to lie upon the Table. 

z 


wt the commencement o 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE | 
(IRELAND), ACT, 1877 (RULKS.) 
Copy presented of an Additional Rule | 
and Schedule made by the Lord Chancel- | 
lor and the Land Judge [by Act]; to lie | 
upon the Table. 
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WINTER ASSIZES ACTS, 1876 AND 1877. 

Copy presented of Four Orders in 
Council on_the 8th November 1901, for 
holding Winter Assizes in Ireland [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


GENERAL PRISONS (IRELAND) ACT, 
77s ase ’ 


} 


Copy presented of Order ‘closing 'the 
Prisons at Carrick-on-Shannon, Ennis- 
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| printed. 


Report by the University Court of the 
University of Glasgow for 1900-1901 [by 


| Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 


[No. 10.] 


| LOCOMOTIVES ON HIGHWAYS ACT, 1896 


(REGULATIONS) (SCOTLAND). 
Copy presented of Regulations under 


| The Locomotives on Highways Act, 1896, 


amending the General Regulations applic- 


| able to Scotland issued in 1896 [by Act] ; 


to lie upon the Table. 


POLLING DISTRICTS COUNTY OF 
MIDDLE*sEX. 

Copy presented of Order made by the 
County Council of the county of Middle- 
sex altering certain Polling Districts in 
the Enfield Parliamentary Division [by 


| Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


INEBRIATE REFORMATORIES REGU- 
LATIONS. 

Copy presented of Regulations made 
with the approval of the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department for the 
management and discipiline of the Church 
Army, Newdigate Farm Home, Surrey [by 
Act]: to lie upon the Table. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS (CONDI- 
TIONAL LICENCE). 

Copy presented of Licence granted to 
Elizabeth Roach, a Convict under deten- 
tion in Aylesbury Prison, permitting her 
to be at latge on condition that she enter 
the London Female Preventative and 
Reformatory Institution, Euston Road 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS (CONDI- 
TIONAL LICENCE). 

Copy presented of Licence granted to 
Annie Jones, a Convict under detention 
in Aylesbury Prison, permitting her to 
be at large on condition that she enter 


G 
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the Elizabeth Fry Refuge, Hackney, 
N.E. [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS (CONDI- 
TIONAL LICENCE). 

Copy presented of a Licence to be at 
large granted to Arthur Collinson, to 
which are annexed conditions other than 
those contained in Schedule A. of The 
Penal Servitude Act, 1864 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


PRISONS (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
(VISITING COMMITTEES). 
Copy presented of Draft Rule proposed 


to be made by the Secretary of State for. 


the Home Department under the Prisons 


Acts, 1877 and 1898, with respect to the | 
constitution of the visiting Committee of | 
Brixton Prison [by Act]; to lie upon the | 


Table. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
(HOME WORK). 

Copy presented of Order, dated 11th 
December 1901, made by the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department under 
the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, 


applying the provisions thereof to certain | 


classes of work [by Act]; to lie upon the 


Table. 


QUEEN’S COLLEGES IN IRELAND 
(STATUTES). 

Copy presented of the Statutes for the 
government and discipline of the Queen’s 
Colleges of Cork, Galway, and Belfast [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


WAGES AND EFFECTS OF DECEASED 
SEAMEN. 

Account presented of the Sums received 
and paid in respect of the Wages aud 
Effects of Deceased Seamen in the year 
ended 31st March 1901 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RAMSGATE HARBOUR. 

Copy presented of Statements of the 
Receipts and Payments ‘for the year 
ended 3lst March 1901, together with an 
Account of the Receipt and Issue of 
Stores [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 11.] 


SEAMEN’S SAVINGS BANKS (MONEY 
ORDERS AND TRANSMISSION OF 
WAGES). 

Accounts presented of all Deposits re- 
ceived and repaid during the year ended 
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Reports, &c. 168 


| 20th November 1900, and Statement as 
|to Money Orders issued and paid from 
| 1855 to 31st Mareh 1901, and of receipts 
,and Payments in connection with the 
| transmission of Seamen’s Wages from 
1878 to 31st March 1901 [by Act]; to 

lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
| [No. 12.] 


| PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND TRADE 
MARKS ACTS. 

Copy presented of Patents Rules, 1901, 
under the Patents, Designs, and Trade 
| Marks Acts, 1883 to 1888 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY 
PENSIONS. 

Copy presented of Return showing the 
names of all Constabulary Officers now in 
|receipt of Pensions, of all Head Con- 
| stables, Sergeants, and Constables, and of 
/all Widows and Children to whom 

Pensions have been granted since the 

| Constabulary Estimate for 1901-1902 
was prepared, with the amount and date 
of Pension in each case [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


GREEK LOAN OF 1898. 


Account presented up to 31st December 
1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 13.] 


| 
| SARDINIAN LOAN. 

| Account presented of the Total Sums 
| issued out of the Consolidated Fund and 
advanced to His Majesty, the King of 
Sardinia, and of the sums received to 
31st December 1901 for Interest and 
Sinking Fund thereof [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 14.] 


IMPERIAL OTTOMAN GUARANTEED 
LOAN OF 1855. 


Copy presented of Account for the 
year 1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


COUNTY COURTS, ENGLAND (FEES). 

Copy presented, of Treasury Order, 
dated 28th October 1901, amending the 
Order of 22nd February 1901 regulating 
Court Fees in County Courts [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table. 
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169 (Questions. 
DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTs, 
1894 AND 1896. 

Copy presented of an Order, dated the | 
12th December 1901, 
portation of Dogs Order of 1901 [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the “Table. 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk | 


of the House :— 


BANK OF ENGLAND. 
Accounts of Exchequer Bills and other | 


Government Securities purchased, and of | 


the Amounts of Balances of Sums issued 
for the Payments of Dividends, &c., for 
the year ending 5th January 1902 [by 
Act], to be printed. [No. 15.] 


NAVAL MAN(EUVRES. 
Copy ordered, “of Report on Naval 
Manceuvres, 1900.”—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


NAVAL MAN(EUVRES. 
Copy ordered, “of Report on Naval 
Manceuvres, 1901.” —(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


PARLIAMENTARY CONSTITUENCIES 
(ELECTORS, &e.,) (\UNITED KINGDOM). 
Address for ‘Return showing, with 
regard to each 
ency in the United Kingdom, the total 
number, and, as far as possible, the 
number in each class, of Electors on the 
Register now in force, and also showing 
the Population and Inhabited Houses in 
each Constituency (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 85, of Session 
1901 ).”—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


SCHOOLS OF SCIENCE. 

Return ordered, “of the Statistics of 
Schools of Science conducted under the 
Regulations of the Board of Education.” 
—(Sir William Anson.) 


QUESTIONS. 


The German Chancellor and 

Mr. Chamberlain’s Speeches. 
Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, what was the 
nature of the assurances made by His 
Majesty’s Government to the German 
Government, alluded to by Count von 
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Parliamentary Constitu- | 


Questions. 170 


| Bulow in the Reichstag on the 8th inst. 


“and will he lay the ” Papers upon the 


| Table. 


entitled the Im- | 


| 

| The following Questions on the same 
| subject also appeared on the Paper :— 
| 

| 

| 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
|To ask the Under Secretary of State 
‘for Foreign Affairs, has His Majesty's 
| Government made to or received from te 
German Ambassador any communication 
in reference to the statements made by 
|the Colonial Secretary as to severities 
practised by German troops in the Franco- 
German war of 1870-71, or in reference 
|to the remarks made upon those state- 
/ments in the Reichstag by Count von 
Bilow; and, if so, can he state the 
general effect of any such communication. 


| Mr. M‘LAREN (Leicestershire, 
| worth): To ask the under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, what was the 
nature of the assurances which, according 
| to the statement of the German Chancellor 
|in the Reichstag, were given by His 
Majesty’s Government on the subject of 
a speech of the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies. 


206 
308- 


Mr. SETON-KARR (Lancashire, St. 
Helens): To ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, whether he can 
inform the House if any assurances have 
been given to the German Government 
such as the German Imperial Chancellor in 
the Reichstag stated were given by His 
| Majesty's Government in reference to 
the recent public utterances of the 
Colonial Secretary ; and what is the 


nature of such assurances, if any. 


*Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): To ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury, if the 
Government will take steps to contradict 
the statement that the Foreign Office has 
been placed under the necessity of making 
official apology to the German Govern- 
ment on account of speeches recently 
made by a Minister of the Crown ; and, 
if not, whether he can inform the House, 
without prejudice to public interest, if 
any explanation was made or assurance 
given to the German Government in 
reference to such speeches, and if any 
Papers containing or referring to this 
subject can be laid before the House. 
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171 Questions. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
8.): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury, whether he will lay upon the 
Table Copies of the assurances given by 


{COMMONS} 


| 


the British Government to Count von | 


Biilow, the German Chancellor, and 


referred to by him in the Reichstag on | 


8th January, that the speech delivered 
by the Colonial Secretary in Edinburgh 


Questions. 172 
Sout African War—Refugee Camps. 


Mr. PIRIE: I beg’ to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies, whether he can 
inform the House what steps have been 
taken to carry out his instructions con- 
cerning the break-up of the refugee 
camps in the Transvaal and Orange ter- 


| ritories, and for their removal to sanitary 


on 25th October last, and the charges } 
therein made against the barbarity of | 
tne German Army, were not intended to | 


hurt the feelings of the German people : 
Whether these assurances were given 
by the British Government on its own 
initiative, or as the result of representa- 
tions from the German Government: 
And, will he state through what 


stations on the sea coast. 


THE SECRETARY ror tHe STATE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- 
mingham, W.): I have to refer the 


/ hon. Member to the Parliamentary Paper, 


medium these assurances were conveyed. 


Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
8.) : To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies, whether his attention 


von Bulow that certain assurances had 
been given to him in explanation of a 
speech made by the Colonial Secretary at 
Edinburgh. Will he state whether such 
assurances have been given ; and, if so, 
whether he will furnish the House of 
Commons with the full text of such 
assuraices alleged to have been received 
by Count von Bilow. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- | 


SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester 
E.): I can answer all the questions very 
briefly. No assurances have been officially 
asked for on the subject. There were 
no charges of barbarities made by my 
right hon. friend against the German or 
any other army, as is suggested in some 
of the questions. In an unofficial con- 
versation this fact was pointed out by 
Lord Lansdowne to the German Am- 
bassddor. Nothing, in the opinion of 
His Majesty’s Government, requires to 
be said in the direction of either qualify- 
ing or withdrawing the speech of my 
right hon. friend. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : Who began 
this strictly unofficial conversation—Lord 
Landsdowne or the German Ambassador ? 
Did Lord Landsdowne first make an 
apology, or did the German Ambassador 
demand it ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 





Cd. 902, issued this morning, for informa- 
tion on the subject. 


Martial Law. 


Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies, whether he has 
received any remonstrances from the 


| Cape Government in reference to the 
has been caffled to a statement by Count | P 


recent extension of martial law to Cape 
Town ; and, if so, whether he will publish 
the documents. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No, sir. 


Mr. PIRIE: Am I to understand that 
no remonstrance at all has been received 
from either Sir Gordon Sprigg or from 
Sir J. Rose-Innes ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No remon- 
strance has been received on the subject 
whatever. 


Peace Negotiations. 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I bey to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
whether the existing instructions to the 
Commander-in-Chief and High Commis- 
sioner in South Africa prohibit them 
from entering upon negotiations with the 
Boer leaders with the view of arranging 
terms of peace ; and, if so, whether he is 
now prepared to take into favourable 
consideration the revision of these 
instructions in the direction of giving 
these servants of His Majesty discretion- 
ary powers as to negotiation. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No. The 


instructions given in April, and printed ' 


at page 2 of ‘Cd. 663,’ have not been 
révoked. 
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Mr. BLACK: May I ask whether 
Lord Milner’s functions are restricted to 
forwarding messages from the Boers ? 


Questions. 


Mr. SPEAKER ; Thatis not a question 
arising out of the right hon. gentleman’s 
answer. 


| 


| 


a 
Transvaal Mortgages. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies, whether Lord Milner has 
issued a Proclamation making the collec- 
tion of interest due on mortgages in the 
Transvaal legal as from 27th October 
1901: And, whether ordinary debts other 


than mortgages on real property are still | 


barred from recovery by process in the 
courts. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: (1) A Pro- 
clamation was issued by Lord Milner 
on the ‘9th October 1901, making the 
collection of interest due on mortgages in 
the Transvaal legal from the date of that 
Proclamation, the text of which will be 
found at page 117 of Blue Book Cd. 903. 
(2) No Court at present exists in the 
Transvaal having jurisdiction in civil cases 
where the cause of action arose before the 
Ist of September 1900, the date of the 
annexation of the Transvaal. 


Ladysmith Seige—Sir Redvers Buller and 
Sir G. White. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
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Questions. 
Return of Volunteers. 


Mr. SEELY (Lincoln): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War, whether 
he can state when the Volunteer Service 
Companies that were enlisted for Service 
at the Cape a year ago may be expected 
to return home. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am not yet in a 
position to make any statement on this 
subject. 


Lynton Artillery Volunteers. 
Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple): 
|I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War, whether the site for the battery of 
the Lynton Volunteer Artillery Company 
was inspected and approved of more than 
a year ago; whether any guns have yet 
been supplied to the Company ; and, if 
not, what is the reason of the delay. 


Mr. BRODRICK: This particular 
question raises the more general question 
of the supply of guns for practice to 
Artillery Volunteer Corps. It has, after 
further consideration, been decided to 


form practice batteries only in the 
neighbourhood of works of defence 


under the direction of the officers com- 
manding artillery in the districts, so 
that the practice can be carried out 
under their supervision. Accordingly a 
battery will not be constructed at Lyn- 
| mouth, to which place the hon. Member 
/appears to refer. But drill guns will 
be supplied to the corps when available. 


ask the Secretary of State for War, | 


whether copies of the heliograms which | 
paised between Sir Redvers Buller and 


Sir George White during the Seige of 
Ladysmith will be printed and circulated 


among honourable Members before the | 


termination of the Debate on the Address 
to the Throne. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE FOR) December he was the guest of 


WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): It is not proposed to publish the 
heliograms alluded to apart from tele- 
grams affecting the same operations. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: When will | 
both heliogram and telegrams be pub- 
lished ? (Cries of “Order.”) This is a 
question arising directly out of the 
answer. Let him answer “Yes” or 
“No,” but he must not sit silent. 





[No answer was given. ] 


Malta—Language Question, etc. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 


‘ask the Secretary of State for the 
| Colonies, whether, seeing that the 
elected Members of the Council of 


|Government of Malta addressed a letter 
to Lord Onslow, the Under Secretary 
of State for the Colonies, when last 
the 
Governor at Malta, requesting the favour 
of an interview for the purpose of ex- 
plaining to him the grievances of the 
Maltese people on the taxation and the 
language questions, he will explain why 
Lord Onslow declined to hold any 
personal communication with them ; and 
will he state on whose suggestion Lord 
Onslow thus acted. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Lord 


Onslow was on a private visit to the 
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Governor of Malta. He informed the 
elected Members of the Council of 
Government that [ was already in 
possession of their views as to the 
alleged grievances of the Maltese people ; 
but that if they had anything to add 
he would submit it to me if forwarded 
to him in writing. No such communica- 


tion was, however, made to him. Lord 


Onslow’s action has my approval. 


Koweit. 


Mr. JAMES O’KELLY : I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, what is the status of 
Koweit; is it an independent or a 
protected State, or is it an integral 
part of the Turkish Empire; and what 
is the extent of territory under the rule 
of the Sheik of Koweit. 


*THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lorp 
CRANBORNE, Rochester): I beg to refer 


the hon. Member to the statement which , 


I made on behalf of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment in the debate yesterday. 


Bitlis. 


Eart PERCY (Kensington, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, whether the officer 
appointed to be the representative of 
His Majesty’s Government at Bitlis is a 
Consul or Vice-Consul. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: The officer in 
question, Mr. Freeman, is a Vice-Consul. 
He has almost fourteen years service 
in the East. 


British Consulate at Konia. 

Eart PERCY: I beg toask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the post of British Consul at 
Konia is still vacant; whether His 
Majesty's Government intend that it 
shall remain so; and whether, having 
regard to the present condition and the 
prospective interests of British trade in 
the event of the construction of a Euph- 
rates Valley Railway, the Government 
have decided that the expenditure in- 
volved in the maintenance at that centre 
of a Consular representative shall be 
incurred. 


t See Page 130, 
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| *Lorp CRANBORNE: There is at 
| present no Consular representative of 
this country at Konia. The re-appoint- 
ment of a Consul to this post is under 
consideration. But the circumstances 
which will arise in the event of the 
completion of the Euphrates Valley Rail- 
way do not seem to require immediate 
consideration. 


Manning of the Mercantile Marine. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
K.): I beg toask the President of the Board 
of Trade if he will so extend the reference 
to the Committee upon the Merchant 
Service as to include the question of how 
best to secure that men shipped as able 
seamen shall be proved to be qualified as 
such. 


THE PRESIDENT or toe BOARD or 


TRADE (Mr. GeraLp BALrourk, Leeds, 
Central): The interpretation of the terms 
of reference to the Committee is a matter 
for the Chairman; but I take it that the 
point to which the hon. Member alludes 
comes within the terms of reference to 
the Mercantile Marine Committee, in so 
far as rating is a question that bears upon 
the well-being of seamen. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 
ask the right hon. Gentlemen whether, in 
view of the fact that there is a Scottish 
and an English Member of Parliament on 
this Committee, an Irish Member cannot 
also be put on ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 


see how that arises out of the question. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I will 
put it down for Monday. 


P.O. Savings Bank. 


Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, $.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster-General, 
whether he will state the total amount 
deposited by the public in the Post 
Office Savings Banks, the total cash 
reserves held by the savings banks, and 
the percentage of cash reserve to lia- 
bilities ; and, whether, in view of the fall 
in the market value of securities held by 
savings banks, he will recommend the 
| Postmaster General to strengthen the 
| cash reserves. 
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THeFINANCIAL SECRETARY TortueE 
TREASURY (Mr. Austen CuamBer.aly, 
Worcestershire, E.): The total amount 


standing to the credit of depositors in the 
Post Office Savings Bank on the 31st of 





Questions. 


December last, is estimated to be| 


£140,409,000. There is no special cash 
reserve for the Post Office Savings Bank, 
nor is there any present intention of 
creating one. I may remind the hon. 
Gentleman that the security of the deposi- 


tors is the credit of the State with all | 


the available resources behind it. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The _ hon. 
Gentleman says there is no special cash 
reserve ; is there any cash reserve at all ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: A 


small cash balance. 


Food Preservatives. 

Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board what steps he proposes to take in 
pursuance of the Report of the Com- 
mitte on Preservatives and Colouring 
Matter in Articles of Food. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Watter 
Lona, Bristol, S.): I have not at present 
arrived at a decision in the matter. The 
Report is, however, receiving my careful 
consideration. 


Irish Resident Magistrates. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he will state 
what is the profession or what has been 
the previous employment of Mr. Fitz- 
patrick, who has just been appointed a 
resident magistrate in Ireland, and what 
has been Mr. Fitzpatrick’s training for 
the duties of the office to which he has 
been appointed. Will he state what steps 


the Lord Lieutenart has taken to satisfy | 


himself of Mr. Fitzpatrick’s legal know- 


ledge ; and, if it be not injurious to the | 
public interest, will he say what are the | 


qualifications of this gentleman for this 
office. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): Mr. 


Fitzpatrick has been in the Commission | 
of the Peace, and has regularly discharged 
the duties of a Magistrate in Petty 
His local knowledge and ex- 


Sessions. 
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| perience in magisterial duties have satis- 
fied the Lord Lieutenant of his fitness to 
fill the position of Resident Magistrate 
to which he has been appointed. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Is he a 
poor relation of the right hon. Gentle- 
man ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


Representation of East Down. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): I 
| beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether the seat for the Eastern Division 
of the county of Down has been vacated 
by the appointment of Mr. Rentoul to 
the Assistant Judgeship of the City of 
London Court; and if it has been so 
vacated, does he intend to move for a 
new writ, and when. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHE TREASURY (Sir 
WittiAM WALROND, Devon, Tiverton) : 
Yes, Sir, I propose to make the writ on 
Monday. 


Galway Election—Position of Mr, Lynch. 

Eart PERCY: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether application 
has been made for a warrant for the 
arrest of Mr. Arthur Lynch, Member for 
Galway. 

The following Question on the same 
subject also appeared on the Paper. 


Mr. M’LAREN: ‘To ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury, whether he has any 
information to the effect that the Member 
for Galway City has heid an officer’s 
appointment in the Boer forces, and what 
steps His Majesty’s Government propose 
to take when the Member in question 

| presents himself to be sworn at the Table 
| of the House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Mr. Lynch will 


| be arrested as soon as he lands. 


| Eart PERCY: I beg to give notice 
that I will on another day ask whether 
| the Government intend to move, according 
| to precedent, that Mr. Arthur Lynch be 
/summoned to attend at the bar of the 
House. 
| Irish Agriculture—Transit of Live Stock 
Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
| beg to ask the President of the Board of 
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Ballot for Bills 


Trade whether the carrying companies 
operating in Ireland compel the consignors 
of live stock to sign through consignment 
notes, in which the comparies claim to 
deliver live stock in whatever condition 
they may happen to be, and at whatever 
time is convenient to the companies, thus 
relieving them from all liability, except 
where wilful neglect on the part of their 
servants can be proved ; whether he is 
aware that a trial has taken place regard- 
ing the matter; and whether he will 
cause inquires to be made as to the terms 
and conditions of those consignment notes, 
with a view to bring the carrying 
companies under the operation of the 
Carriers Act in through rate transactions. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
referred this question to my right hon. 
friend the Chief Secretary, as President 
of the Department of Agriculture in 
Ireland, and if the hon. Gentleman will 
put down a question on the subject for 
some future day my right hon. friend will 
be prepared to deal with it. 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Resolved, That this House, at its rising 
this day, do adjourn till Monday next. 
(Sir William Walrond.) 


NEW WRIT. 
For the Borough of Dewsbury, in the 
room of Mark Oldroyd, esquire (Manor 
of Northstead.)—(Mr Robert Spencer.) 


BALLOT FOR BILLS, AND MOTIONS 
FOR THE FIRST FOUR TUESDAYS. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 

“That no Bills, other than Government | 

Bills be introduced in anticipation of 

the ballot, and that all Members who 

desire to ballot, whether for Bills, or 

Motions for the first four Tuesdays of 

the Session, do hand in their names at 

the Table during the sitting of the 

House on the first or second day of the | 

Session, and that a copy of such Notices | 

be handed in at the latest during the 

sitting of the House on the third day 
of the Session. That the ballot for | 
the precedence of the said Bills and | 

Motions be taken to the third day | 

| 
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|ori which the House sits at a con- 
_Venient time and place, to be appointed 
by Mr. Speaker, and that the in- 
'troduction and First Reading of Bills 
on the fourth sitting day be taken before 
Questions and as soon after three o’clock 
as Mr. Speaker may deem convenient.” — 


(Mr, A. J. Balfour.) 


| * Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil) said he desired to draw the 
attention of the right hon. Gentleman 
to the careless chronology and un- 
fortunate literary style of the Resolution. 
The House by it was asked on the second 
day to do something that should have 
been done on the first day of the Session 
—was asked, in fact, to-day to do some- 
thing yesterday. The Resolution spoke 
of “such notices” without any prior 
reference to notices, and in the last line 
there was a reference to “sitting days.” 
Now, he had heard of sitting hens and of 
Sitting Bull, but not of sitting days, and 
he would suggest that the phrase should 
be altered so as to read, “On the day on 
which the House sits.” He would not 
press any alteration if the right hon. 
Gentleman objected, because he knew 
there were endless precedents for bad 
grammar in the resolutions in the House, 
but if the right hon. Gentleman were 
disposed to accept the suggestion he 
would move the necessary alterations 
of the Motion, and to put himself in 
order he would propose the insertion 
in line 4 after “session” of the words, 
“ And who have not already done so.” 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 4, after the word ‘session,’ to 
insert the words ‘and have not already done 
so.” —( Mr. David Thomas.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he had 
simply adopted the form of Resolution 
which had been in use for many years. 
The words were thoroughly understood 
by the House, the practice under them 
was well established, and he thought it 
was hardly worth while to begin alter- 
ing them now, especially as in the course 
of a few days he might induce the House 
to accept a proposition which would 
involve a change of the rule. 





and Motions. 180 





181 


Mr. 
will nc 


Ami 


*M 
Thane} 
Gentle 
the se 
the gi 
Table 
doing 
interve 
and su 
in son 
rather 


*M 
would 
The Re 
ballot 
There 
lottery 
well tc 
the wo 
be any 
instead 
to ado 
other » 
give t¢ 
chance 


Mair 


Orde 
Govern 
anticips 
Memie 
for Bil 
Tuesda 
their 1 
sitting 
second 
copy ¢ 
the la 
House 

That 
the sai 
the thi 
a conv 
pointec 
introdu 
on the 
Questic 
as Mr. 





n- 
ed 
in- 
Ils 


re 


—_— ph 


Cr KS 








181 Housing of the 


Mr. DAVID THOMAS: Very well, I | 


will not press my Amendment. 
Amendment by leave withdrawn. 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent 
Thanet) said he hoped the right hon. 


Gentleman would give his attention to | 


the serious inconvenience occasioned by 
the giving of notice personally at the 
Table when there was no occasion for 
doing so. Mr. Speaker himself had to 
intervene yesterday to check the practice, 
and such proceedings should be conducted 
in some of the purlieus of the House 
rather than in the House itself. 


* Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he 
would like to make another suggestion. 
The Resolution spoke of the ballot. The 
ballot was a method of secret voting. 
There was here really no ballot but a 
lottery, and would it not therefore be 
well to substitute the word lottery for 
the word ballot. Again, if there were to 
be any change would it not be desirable 
instead of leaving the matter to chance, 
to adopt either a true ballot or some 
other method of selection which would 
give to Bills widely supported a better 
chance of being dealt with ? 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Ordered, That no Bills, other than 
Government Bills, be introduced in 
anticipation of the ballot, and that all 
Members who desire to ballot, whether 
for Bills, or Motions for the first four 
Tuesdays of the session, do hand in 
their names at the Table during the 
sitting of the House on the first or 
second day of the session, and that a 
copy of such Notice be handed in at 
the latest during the sitting of the 
House on the third day of the session. 

That the ballot for the precedence of 
the said Bills and Motions be taken on 
the third day on which the House sits at 
a convenient time.and place, to be ap- 
pomted by Mr. Speaker, and that the 
introduction and First Reading of Bills 
on the fourth sitting day be taken before 
Questions and as soon after three o’clock 
as Mr. Speaker may deem convenient. 
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ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HIS 
MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


[SECOND DAy’s DEBATE. ] 


Order read, for resumi! g Adjourned 
Debate on Question [16th January]. 
'“That an humble Address be presented 
to His Majesty, as followeth :— 

Most Gracious Sovereign. 

We, your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our hnmble thanks to 
Your Majesty for the Gracious speech 
which your Majesty has addressed to 
both Houses of Parliament.”—(Colonel 
Harry M‘Calmont.) 

Question proposed. — Debate 
resumed, 


again 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES. 

* (3.55.) Dr. MACNAMARA (Camber- 
well, N.) : I desire to move the Amendment 
to the Address which stands in my name 
onthe Paper. I wish, with all respect, to 
express my very sincere regret that we 
have no promise of legislation in this 
session upon this appalling problem of 
the Housing of the Working Classes. 
The First Lord of the Treasury has made 
a claim that the record of the Conservative 
Party is at least as honourable as that of 
the Liberal Party in regard to the Housing 
of the Working Classes, and, as far as [ am 
concerned, Iam quite prepared toadmit the 
claim. I hold that no Party in this House 
ought to have any monopoly of interest 
in this question, and I shall do my best 
under no circumstances to make a partisan 
speech on this occasion. I cannot forget 
that it was the First Lord of the Treasury 
17 or 18 years ago who moved, as a private 
Member, a motion which led to the 
appointment of a Royal Commission on 
the Housing Question, and it was the 
present Premier who brought before the 
House of Lords a similar motion, with 
equally satisfactory results. [am willing 
to admit therefore that the Conservative 
party’s record is at least as honowable 
as that of the Liberal party. But what 
I do say is that during the last six years 
the present administration has had an 
unrivalled opportunity, with its immense 
majority, for dealing with this matter step 
by step. There was no necessity to bring 
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have created greater difficulties than it 
was proposed to remedy. But certainly 
the Government might have done some- 
thing to ameliorate the condition of the 
Working Classes both in the towns and 
inthe country. Yet they have lamentably 
failed to utilise the opportunity which 
presented itself to them. I go back to 
the General Election of 1895. There 
was, happily, at that time no war issue 
presented to the people of this country. 
It is true that the Unionist party won its 
way into office on a bold comprehensive 
programme of social reform, a leading 
point of which was the question of 
the Housing of the Working Classes. 
What has been done? In 1899 
the Colonial Secretary took over, 
from a private Member, a hill entitled 
the “Small Houses Acquisition Owner- 
ship Bill,” the object of which was to 
permit local authorities to lend money to 
the working classes to enable them to buy 
their own houses. There can be no doubt 
that the Colonial Secretary anticipated 
some very big results from this Bill, for, 
on the occasion of its Third Reading on 
July 4th, 1899, he made this statement :— 


“I do not like to he optimistic, so T will 
content myself with saying that here is a Bill 
which carries out one of the most important 
pledges the Unionist parvy gave at the General 
Election. We believe that it will be success- 
ful, and that it will be a great advantage to 
the Working Class population.” 


That was an ambitious forecast 
of what the Act would be. But I 
will now endeavour to tell the House 
what the result of the Bill has actually 
been. I have never been in any part of 
the country where I have not taken the 
trouble to ask how many people have 
availed themselves of the Act, and have 
borrowed money from the Local Authority 
in order to buy their own houses. I have 
never come across a single case, in any 
part of the country, where it has been 
done. I made inquiries, too, as to how 
the 29 borough councils of London were 
getting on in regard to this point. I find 
that only two have undertaken to adminis- 
ter the Act—Fulham and Hammersmith. 
At the former place, however, no appli- 
cation whatever has been received for a 
loan of money under the Act, while in 
regard to Hammersmith but one applica- 
tion was received, and even in that case 
the solicitor advised that it should not be 
granted, and the applicant, I believe, as a 


result of the publicity given to the matter, 


Dr. Macnamara. 
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obtained the cash he required from private 
The Bill, therefore, in practice 


has become more or less abortive. There 
remains the legislation of 1900. At that 


time the right hon. gentleman, the member 
of Sleaford, was President of the Local 
Government Board, and he brought in a 
Bill to enable Local Authorities to buy land 
outside their own areas. He evidently 
had a very ambitious idea of what the 
result would be, for, on the occasion of 
the Second Reading, he said—‘ The Bill 
I propose to pass will be a very great and 
a very considerable gain, and a great step 
in the right direction.” I wrote to the 
Local Government Board some months 
ago for information as to what had 
actually been done, and I was informed 
that up to that time no single appli- 
cation had been received from any 
Local Authority for permission to put in 
force the power to acquire land com- 
pulsory outside its own area. That Bill, 
too, has been practically abortive, and I 
think it was an almost inevitable result 
as it is of no use to give a municipality 
this power unless you at the same time 
concede prompt facilities for taking 
people to those areas which it is proposed 
to erect the houses. I now come to the 
General Election of 1900, and, although 
at that time the war was the question 
which stood out above all others, it is 
quite remarkable to what extent the sub- 
ject of the Housing of the Working Classes 
came before the constituencies. There was 
scarcely a platform on which the housing 
problem was not mentioned, and no 
fewer than forty hon. Members who now 
sit opposite me dealt with it in their 
election address, and spoke of it as a 
matter of great urgency. I do not suggest 
that they were not quite sincere in the 
pledges they gave ; indeed, I believe that 
the rank and file of the party opposite are 
ahead of the Treasury Bench, and all I 
desire is to brisk up that Bench a little 
in regard to this appalling problem. 

I do not intend to read the forty 
addresses to which I have referred, but I 
do propose to give an extract from two of 
them-—one issued by a provincial Member 
and the other by a London Member. Now, 
the hon. Member for the Shipley Divison 
of Yorkshire, with, no doubt, an absolute 
sincerity of desire to get this matter 
pushed on, said :— 


“The condition of Housing of the Working 
Classes is in manv districts a scandal. At 


_ present the workers must be near their work, 
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but often cannot find accommodationat reas on"; We must all agree that if anything can be 
able rents. Proper provision must be made for | doneto remedy this state of things it should 
such accommodation, and. inthealternative, for | bed See sibl I ea h h 
cheapand rapid transit to more heaithy quarters | "© Gone as soon as possible. iave here the 
—distant from the manufacturing centres.” particulars of a court in Bloomsbury where 
' .. |inone small room of 2,240 cubit feet there 
And then, again, the hon. Member for St. | yore living and sleeping a man, woman 
George’s-in-the-East also promised to | and their seven children, whose agesranged 
place this subject in the very front rank from 18 years to one month, and the medi- 
of questions closely affecting that district. | ©.) officer of health said that if that over- 
He said :— ' crowding continued the children must die. 
“This isa matter which has engaged the | Now, if these poor people had been in gaol 
earnest attention of Parliament on many | or in a workhouse they would have had 
occasions, _ is one * 1a cs-nag ae twice the amount of cubit space. Itisno 
very SS > energy 2@ o¢ € Ss . ek . 
a on tamausiaey Cock sang Pade - ae uncommon thing, as London Missionaries 
such legislation as shall ensure for every work- | will tell you, for people to have to partake 
ing man and his family in the east part of | their meals from the top of a coffin contain- 
London decent and comfortable dwellings at | ing the body of a deceased member of the 
fair rents. ‘family. It isnot only that the accommoda- 
I am confident that I shall have the | tion is bad and shocking to the last degree, 
sincere and hearty support of at least | but for these wretched tenements prepos- 
every one of the forty Members who | terously high rents are exacted, and it is 
dealt with this matter in their Election | quite a common thing for a man ‘to have to 
addresses. As to the gravity of the | pay a third of his weekly wage in the form 
problem, I agree with the First Lord that | of rent. And yet, so keen is the competi- 
there is no need now to waste time in the | tion for the accommodation that the outgo- 
the “barren region of rhetorical descrip- | ing tenant exacts a large sum of what is 
tion.” The evils we desire to ameliorate | known as “key money ” from the incoming 
are so familiar to this House that there tenant. I have listened with sympathy 
is no necessity to recite them, nor is _ to the statements made at times by Irish 
there any need to submit long screeds of | Members withregard to therack-renting in- 
figures to show how relentlessly disease, | justice experienced in Ireland. But I never 
immorality, drunkenness, and death follow | yet heard a case from that country which 
in the train of over-crowding. Some little | could not be putinto the shade by a recital 
time ago the Whitechapel Board of Guar- | of the miseries of many unhappy Londoners. 
dians called a Conference on this question | It is not only London that suffers, for Mr. 
of Housing, and the Rector of Spitalfields | Rowntree has published astudy of life from 
made some remarkable statements as to the working class point of view, and his 
the existing condition of affairs. He said book describing the state of affairs existing 
that in one alley in his parish in which | in the Cathedral City of York is from 
there were 10 houses with 51 rooms, | beginning to end an ironical comment upon 
averaging 8 ft by 9 ft. 6 ins. no fewer our claim to Imperial greatness as a people. 
than 254 people were housed. In| Hetellsusthatovercrowdingandinsanitary 
another court, containing 6 houses and conditions abound in the slums, that back- 
22 rooms, 84 people were housed, and _ to-back housesin which through ventilation 
he goes on to give several cases in which is impossible are common, that the water 
there were as many as 6, 7, 8, and even | supply is very inadequate and that in some 
9 people in a room. Elsewhere, he had | cases the tap which supplies the drinking 
found one house with 8 rooms occupied | Water is fixed in the wall of the water 
by 45 people, one room containing 9 | closet. He finds that more than one- 
persons, another 8, and two of the rooms | fourth of the entire population of the 
7 each. He further said that near one | city of York is housed in property of 
of his parochial buildings there were that description. The rooms are dark 
4 men and 6 women, all of whom he and damp, and often there is only one 
described as hard-working and respectable | ater tap and one closet for a dozen or 
people, who were forced to live in @|jor6 tenements. These are not very 
single room and sleep on the floor, What) aera eee yee ease 
chance has chastity of thought and action | S*YOWY details, but think it 18 we 
under these conditions! | that the House should know the con- 
I need not harrow the feelings of hon. | ditions under which these poor people 
Members by giving more of these details. ‘live. I need not labour the matter. 
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Any one who wishes can read for himself | at Hampstead was only 13 per thousand 


Mr. Rowntree’s book. 

When the Prince of Wales returned from 
his tour round the world, His Royal 
Highness made a very 
speech in the Guildhall, one phrase of 


which struck me very profoundly. He | 
referred to the affection, goodwill, and | 


cordiality with which the Princess and 
himself had been everywhere received 
by all classes, and he added that every- 
where they had been struck by “the 
conscious pride in partnership in Empire” 
which the people evinced. I .would like 
to know what sort of “conscious pride 
in partnership in Empire” these poor 
people, whose condition I have attempted 
to describe, can feel, and what sort of 
heritors for Britain’s Imperial greatness we 
are likely to breed under these conditions. 
The question is, what can the Government 
do. There are some things I would not 
ask it todo, because the time of this session 
is already pretty fully ear-marked. But 
at the bottom of all this state of things is 
the question of the cost of urban land. 
The preposterous cost of such land in 
London makes it necessary for the 
London County Council, in order 
to conduct their housing schemes on 
business lines, to charge rents which are 
practically prohibitive to the very poor 
people for whom they wish to provide 
the accommodation. In the long run this 
question of the land will have to be tackled. 
I cannot, of course, ask the Government 
to take up a great question like that now, 
but I do think there are some things it can 
do. It seems to me that the more wretched 
the slum-covered property is the more 
money has to be paid for it. Take the case 
of the Boundary Street area. Here is an 
official description of the nature of that 
area. It speaks of the filthy and verminous 
lodging houses to be found there. It says 
that in the building of these houses no 
mortar was used, but in lieu thereof a 
curious substance known as “ billy-sweet.” 
It is one of the properties of this substance 
that it never dries. In a majority of 
instances the houses were so constructed, 
that the ground floors were from 12 
to 18 inches below the street level. 
No house possessed such a thing as 
a front door, no repairs were ever 
done. All this gives some idea of the 
state of things which caused the death rate 
in that particular neighbourhood to mount 
up to over 40 per thousand in 1889, 
although at the same time the death rate 


Dr. Macnamara. 


remarkable | 


| and at St. George’s, Hanover Square, 15 
|per thousand. The First Lord of the 
| Treasury in debate in 1900, said— 

“Tf every slum-owner were hanged at the door 
| of his slum it might be thought a very harsh 
| exercise of the criminal law, and he for one 
would not weep his eyes out at his destiny.” 
3ut nothing so unfortunate ever happened 
to a slum-owner. On the contrary, in the 
case of the particular area he was refer- 
ring to, the own ers got the enormous sum 
of £333,000 as compensation out of the 
| London County Council which expended 
something like an average of £300 per 
family in dealing with this area before 
they began to build ai all. 

Now I come to the things I think 
the Government might do. First, they 
might agree to permit municipal- 
ities to extend the period for the re- 
payment of loans. That has been 
unanimously pressed on the Government 
by the municipal authorities, and it 
formed the subject of an admirable Bill 
introduced last year by an hon. Member 
opposite. I hope it will again be intro- 
duced this session. I should like to 
point this out, that the periods for the 
re-payment of loans were not fixed in 
connection with housing schemes at all, 
but they were fixed in connection with 
other municipal affairs in regard to which 
there is no such asset as there is in the 
case of housing schemes. This reform 
has been pressed on the Government by 
many if not most of their own friends, 
and it is cordially endorsed by the great 
bulk of, if not all, the municipalities 
throughout the country. Another little 
reform that might be agreed to by the 
Government is that when a municipality 
buys a piece of land it should be permitted 
to take the cost for a period of years out 
of the Sinking Fund altogether, and let it 
remain an undiminishing asset against the 
debt. That is the policy adopted by the 
Local Government Board, I believe, in 
respect of sewage farms. Local Author- 
ities are permitted, when they set up a 
sewage farm, to take at least 75 per 
cent. of the cost of the land out of the 
Sinking Fund and put it on one side as 
an undiminishing asset against the debt. 
These two little reforms, I understand, 
from statistics which have been prepared 
by men best qualified to speak, would 
enable the local authorities to reduce the 
rents by at least 6d. per week per room. 
Another little thing which the Govern- 
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ment might do is in regard to the model 
clause, and I hope that the Home Secre- 
tary will be prepared to assent to an 
alteration in this clause in Provisional 
Order Bills granted to public authorities 


or railway companies so as to enforce the | 


obligations in respect of re-housing. I 


confess | am a member of a body, the | 
London School Board, which for years | 


absolutely evaded its obligations in this 
respect. But at the time I was not 
aware of the existence of those obligations. 
I do not see that there need be any 
dificulty in making the model clause 
more rigid. It provides that a public 
authority or company should re-house the 


people when it takes more than nineteen | 
houses. But why stick at nineteen ? Con- | 
sidering the lack of proper housing | 


accommodation, I think we might be pre- 
pared to go the length of saying that 
whenever land is compulsorily acquired 
and houses swept away, an equal number 
of buildings should be put up. 

There is one other matter to which I 
wish to draw attention, and that is one 
which affects the Board of Trade. I 
should be very glad if that Department 


were a little more expeditious in carrying | 
out its obligations, and a little Jess _ 
wrapped up in red tape. I am referring | 
now to the necessity of increased facilities | 
for cheap transit for the working classes. | 


We have the Cheap Trains Act of 1883, 
which embodies a bargain made between 
the public and the railway companies, 
under which the latter obtained certain re- 
missions of passenger duty ou condition 
that they provided a certain number of 


workmen’s trains up till 8 o’clock in the | 


morning. Now, I submit that the Board 
of Trade has never done its duty in 
regard to that particular Act. The 
Royal Commission on housing laid it 
down specifically that it was for the 
Board of Trade to take the initiative and 
to insisc upon the railway companies 
carrying out their part of the, bargain. 
But the Board of Trade have done noth- 
ing of the kind ; they have always waited 
util complaints have been made, and 
taken a long time to make, up their minds. 
Asa result very few of, the, companies 
have carried out their obligations, , There 
has, too, been the greatest diversity in the 
policy adopted by the companies them- 
selves. The Great Eastern, for instance, 
runs 106 workmen’s trains. dajly into, its 
London termini, the Midland, run only. 5. 
Inthe matter of fares too, there is a like 


| diversity of practice. The Great Eastern 
| will run a man 10 miles out and in daily 
| fora sum of 1s. per week, while the London 
_and South Western charge 4s. weekly for 
the same service. We want another 
Cheap Trains Act altogether. Eighteen 
years have elapsed since the present Act 
was passed, and although at that time 8 
o'clock may have been a sufficiently late 
hour in the morning to stop running their 
cheap trains, conditions of life have since 
greatly changed, and many girls and 
young people who need to use these trains, 
do not begin their daily work till 9.30. 
The last workmen’s train on the Midland 
reaches St. Pancras at 12 minutes past 
7, and even on the Great Eastern many 
unfortunate people, if they are to use 
workmen’s tickets, have to get up at 
half-past five or six o’clock to be at their 
places of employment at the proper time ; 
consequently, many young people have to 
hang about the streets in the winter 
mornings when they might very much 
better be in bed. So pressing is this 
evil, that the Rector of Allhallow’s, 
London Wall, and the Rector of St. 
Catherine’s, Fenchurch Street, have 
opened their churches at half-past six 
in the mornings — and all honour to 
them for having done so—to keep these 
people warm an‘ sheltered until they 
go to their work. I ask for a new Act 
which shall connote the social changes 
| of the past eighteen years, in consequence 

which many people commence their labour 
| at a later hour. 

I must apologise for having occupied 
the time of the House so long, but I 
have only one word more to say. When- 
ever I have addressed meetings of work- . 
/ing men, I have endeavoured to pitch 
|a high conception of the importance, 
authority and dignity of this Empire. 
But I cannot help feeling often, when 
I remember the condition of these people, 
that it is a bitter mockery for me to 
talk about the transcendental greatness 
of the Empire to people living under 
conditions, in the heart of the Empire 
—the homeland of the Empire — such 
as these people do. I feel frequently 
the bitter irony of the situation, and 
I wonder at the unconcern of Ministers, 
upon whose. lips, in public, are ever flam- . 
boyant references to the greatness of 
the Empire and its responsibilities. If 
a man lives in Park Lane, and has at 
his caprice, between his thumb and the 
pressure of an electric, button, every- 
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thing that luxury and comfort could 
desire, it is a very simple thing for him 
to lay his hand upon his heart and say 
to himself, “ Behold, I am a member 
of a great Empire.” But I want to 
see some of the attributes of Imperialism 
around the condition of these poor people, 
so that they, too, can claim that they 
are members of a, great Empire. I want 
this problem touched with the hand of 
Imperialism, as well as these other pro- 
blems upon which we lavish so much 
care. If we are to make our people 


love their country, as I desire they | 


should, we must make their country 


lovely, and we must learn, above all, | 


that true Imperalism begins at home. | 
beg to move. 


(4.34.) Caprain NORTON  (New- | 
ington, W.): I rise to second the 
Amendment. I think my hon. friend 


has convinced the House of the great 
urgency of this question, but I should 
like to call attention to what has been 
said by others whose words ought to 
carry great weight in this House and in 
the country. Upon the last occasion 
when His Majesty received the members 
of the London County Council he 
specially asked them not to slacken their 
efforts with reference to this question, 
“in which he had always taken the 
deepest possible interest.” The Prime 


Minister said that “it ought to occupy | 


our attention more than any other 
subject.” And the First Lord of the 
Treasury spoke of it as ‘ the allimportant 
Housing question.” The President of 
the Local Government Board said it was 
“probably more pressing and important 
than most of the social questions of the 
day.” In spite of this concensus of 
opinion, we have no reference to the 
question in the King’s Speech, while, 
moreover, we have the question of 
education placed in the forefront. In 
my humble opinion, the healthy existence 
of the individual is of much greater 
importance than his mental culture. It 
is said that you cannot reason with a 
hungry man. I think it is equally true 
that you cannot teach much to a hungry 
‘child, and the children who dwell in 
these homes are invariably hungry 
children, as this question is closely 
bound up with the question of wages. 

This is not only a social question, but 
it is a great national, and at the same 
time, a very complex problem. Two- 
Dr. Macnamara. 
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thirds of the entire population of this 
island dwell in urban homes More than 
one-eighth of the population live in London 
alone, and of that population, as many as 
800,000 dwell in unsanitary homes, 
nearly 200,000 of them living in one. 
roomed homes. It has been shown by 
the greatest authority on this question 
that, whether in town or country, the 
death rate increases in exact proportion 
to the density of the population. I have 
said it is a national question. Between 
1881 and 1891 the Germans, Poles, and 
Russians who entered this country, most of 
| whom were practically pauper immigrants, 
increased from 60,000 to 95,000, and I 
have no hesitation in saying that the rate 
of increase has been kept up. In London 
—and it is with the London aspect. of 
the question I am mainly concerned— 
we have also to deal with the influx 
from the country. The cause of the 
influx is that no attempt has been made 
to ameliorate the conditions under which 
the rural population live. We have in 
}an adjacent country an illustration of 
what can be done by the better ad- 
| ministration of the land laws. In 
Denmark they have been able to bring 
about an exodus from the <owns to the 
country, with the result that Denmark 
exports annually to this country 
100,000,000 ewts. of butter, 100,000,000 
ewts. of bacon, and 200,000,000 eggs. 
Again, at the present moment, we have 
|a great scheme on foot for the cure of 
}consumption and tubercular disease. 
| What is acknowledged by the highest 
| medical authorities to be the only cure ? 
| Fresh air. What do we do? We draw 
| people towards the towns, where, owing 
| to the conditions under which they live, 
| they develop consumption or tubercular 
| disease, and we spend vast sums of 
| money, partly out of rates, partly out of 
| taxes, and partly out of charitable funds, 
| to draft these people back to the country, 
| there, alas, to die. This does not touch 
London alone ; it is almost equally im- 
| portant in Liverpool, Glasgow, and other 
great centres; but it is emphasised in 
London more than elsewhere. My 
hon. friend gave some thrilling details 
with regard to Spitalfields, where 
| there is a population of 330 to the acre, 
as compared with an average of 57 for 
London as a whole. But he omitted to 
state that, according to the Rector of 
Spitalfietds, there were in that district no 
fewer than 1,100 homeless children who 
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went to no school at all. Yet we have 
education placed in the fore front in 
reference to the housing question. | 
These unfortunate people are inefficients, so 
to speak, by birth or by degradation, and, 
as a result, they go to swell the numbers 
in the workhouses, or, more frequently | 
fear, in the cemeteries of this country. 
My hon. friend alluded to the Boundary 
Street area, and the immense cost 
it had been to the public body which 
attempted to deal with it. The reason 
that area cost so much to clear was that 
special trade interests had to be dealt 
with. If the various public bodies had 
the powers they have repeatedly 
demanded, and were backed up by the 
Government so that they might have an 
opportunity of carrying out the various 
schemes they have in hand, many areas, 
notso bad perhaps, but of the same type 
as the Boundary Street area, could be 
successfully dealt with at a very much 
lower cost. 

Another aspect of the question with 
which I am very familiar is the way in 
which the sweeping away of these areas 
affects not the poorest of the poor, but 
the well-to-do mechanic and the badly 
paid clerk. When these areas are cleared, 
the persons who originally inhabited 
them are pushed into the surrounding 
districts, with the result that the rents 
there are raised. During the last 
fifteen years I have visited thousands of 
these men in their homes, and I know, 
as a positive fact, that whereas it was 
possible, twelve or fifteen years ago, to 
obtain with comparative ease houses in 
the centre of South London, the rents | 
have now increased to such an extent 
that it is almost impossible for a respect- 
able working man to obtain house-room 
for less than about 3s. per room 
per week. In other words, he pays 
from one fifth to one third of his entire 
income to obtain decent house-room for | 
his family. 

I hope we shall not be told that this is 
an academic discussion. It is nothing of 
the kind. It is a practical and an urgent | 
question, which cannot be pushed aside, 
like that of old age pensions, with the | 
statement that it is beyond the power of 
Ministers to deal with a question of such | 
magnitude. The question has _ been 
dealt with in other countries and by 
certain communities, of which I will 
quote one. In the town of Leicester the 
population increases at the rate of 10,000 
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a year, but, owing to a proper system of 


| communication between the suburbs and 


the centre, coupled with other measures, 
overcrowding is not so bad as in many 
other centres. 

What remedies do I propose? I would 
suggest, in the first place, that something 
should be done to enforce the law in rural 
districts, and I venture to suggest that to 
the hand of a Ministry wishing to deal 
with this question in London there is 
ready the possibility of dealing with it 
by means of the taxation of ground-rents. 
Under this head there is in London an 
annual increase of £300,000 which is 
practically unearned increment, and I 
say that a large proportion of that ought 
to go back to the community. Again, I 
am greatly concerned with regard to 
this question because I have long taken 
an interest in the question of a “living 
wage.” I ask the Government to stand 
by their pledges, and also to stand by 
the pledges of former Governments. The 
question of the housing of the poor 
is closely connected with this ques- 
tion of wages. The Government are not 
even giving to those they employ the 
current rate of wages in the locality. 
They are willing to listen to all that is 
said about this desperate condition of 
things in consequence of the bad housing 
of the poor, and yet we find them in- 
creasing this state of things by failing 
to carry out the resolution of this House 


|in regard to the rate of wages which 


was passed in 1891. The hon. Member 
who introduced the resolution will be 
interested to know that recently the 
members of the leather trade have stated 
that the Government has given contracts 
for military accoutrements, and placed 
them at such a low figure, that many 
London firms have been obliged to dismiss 
their men and import foreign labour at 
sweating wages, in order to carry out the 
Government contracts. That state of 
things ought not to exist. Imperialism 


'has been alluded to, and I have never 


denied that I am a warm Imperialist ; 
but the honest British workmen who 
have been earning honest wages, and 
getting only the standard rate when a 
great war is on, which bears directly 
upon Imperialism—when ho finds himself 
displaced and reduced to beggary, and 
unable to house his family, by the em- 
ployment of foreigners, in the teeth of a 
resolution of this House to the contrary, 
I can quite understand that his Imperial- 
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ism begins to slacken off. 
may 


Government that inquiries will be made 
into this particular trade. 


I now come to another point, in which | 
| ago. 


I take a special interest. I believe, in 
company with the First Lord of the 
Treasury, that one of the solutions of 
this question is cheaper means of transit. 
I introduced last year a Bil! for the 
cheapening of transit by railway. 
this question was under discussion, the 
First Lord of the Treasury emphatically 
stated that in his view, the principal 


{COMMONS} 


I hope that I | ing conditions, and where they fly to drink 
have some assurance from the | because they have no other excitement of 
-any kind. 
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I do hope that we shall not 


have a Royal Commission upon this ques- 


When | 


solution of the question was improved | 


means of locomotion, and in a letter 
which the right hon. Gentleman pub- 
lished, he pointed out a means by which | 
this could be done. But has any attempt 
been made to carry it out? Local | 
Authorities have not been given the 
power to run these great causeways to 
outlying districts, and no attempt has 
been made to deal with factories in 
certain areas. When new factories are 
started in London areas, they are invari- 
ably started in those districts where 
labour is cheap, and where people live 
under the worst possible housing condi- 
tions, and this only intensifies the evil. | 
We have in London at the present time 
an epidemic of smallpox, and where do 
we find that the largest number of cases 
come from! Why, from those very 
districts where the housing question has 
been neglected. 

There is another illustration which will 
come home to many and that is the case 
of the Boer concentration camps. We | 
find that these Boer people when dwelling 
in their natural state on the veldt were 
practically free from disease. Now we | 
find complaints made that the Govern- 
ment has not made these camps as healthy 
as the open veldt, and when these people 
were got together in large numbers disease 
was rife. The same thing takes place | 
here in London, where we draw people | 


tion, for we had one some sixteen years 
Since the year 1851 we have had 
seven Bills upon this subject and one 
Royal Commission, and, taking London 
as a whole, the state of affairs now is far 
worse than it was in 1851. It may be 
said that all these matters cannot be 
dealt with now, and I am well aware that 
it is difficult to deal with a great and 
complex question such as this. Perhaps 
I might venture to suggest that there is 
also a means of attaining this, and that 
means is devolution. By granting certain 
powers to local bodies and by giving 
them every assistance, I believe that 
much can be done in the shape of the 
better housing of the working classes, 
and I venture to say with my hon. friend 
who moved this Amendment that if this 
question is not tackled in some shape or 


'form things may go on smoothly for a 


while and for many years ; but if by any 
misfortune the epidemic raging in London 
were to increase, and if, in conjunction 
with this we were to have a bad state of 
trade, and thousands of children were 


|dying throughout the metropolitan area 


| affairs would be far worse. 


of a foul disease with poverty staring the 
population in the face, I say the state of 
I was very 
much struck with a statement made to 
me the other day to the effect that if the 
present state of things continued, as soon 
as we had bad times in trade, he felt 
confident that those who lived in the 
lowest parts of London would smash 
tradesmen’s windows and create a general 
riot. What I am speaking of occurred 
not very many years ago and it might 
occur again, and if it does occur again 
the result will be much more disastrous 
than it has ever been before. 


Amendment proposed, at the end of 


from the country into the most crowded | the Question, to add the words,— 
d ? 


centres, thereby intensifying the evil. | 
I observe that thero is an hon. member 
present who takes a great interest in the 
temperance question, and this subject of 
housing has. a very strong bearing upon 
the temperance question, and it is in.a 
great measure the cause of intemperance. 
Where do we find the largest amount of 
drink consumed and the greatest amount 
of intemperance ?. Why, in those districts 
where people have to live under bad hous- 


Captain Norton. 











“But we humbly represent to Ycur 
Majesty that the greatest hardships are 
inflicted upon many of your working-class 
subjects by reason of the lack of proper 


housing accommodation, and that immedi-. 


ate Parliamentary attention to this evil is 
one of the most pressing of the necessities 
of domestic policy:”—( Dr. Macnamara:)— 


Question proposed, ‘That those words 
be there added.” 
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*(4.57) Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, 
Sleaford): No one will dispute for a single 
moment the importance of the question 
that has been raised by the hon. Member. 


But notwithstanding this fact, I should | 
not have intervened in this debate, but for | 


the references which have been made to 
myself by the hon. Member opposite, in 
the course of hisobservations. Indeed, lam 
placed somewhat at a disadvantage in dis- 
cussing this question, because—although 
it is my own fault no doubt—it is a fact 
that [ was not aware that the hon. 
Member opposite had secured the ad- 
journment ; and consequently I am not 
in a position to furnish him with the 
deiails in reply to some of the statements 
he made in the course of his speech, and 
which it would not have been difficult to 
deal with. The hon. Member blames the 
Government, because in this matter they 
have not proceeded step by step in the 
way that they might have done in dealing 
with a very important and crucial 
question, and he supports the allegation 
by referring to the Bill of 1899 which 
was introduced and carried into law 
under the auspices of my right hon. 
friend. I do not propose to dwell upon 
the part of the speech of the hon. Member, 
for, of all men of my acquaintance 
in this world, I know of no. one 
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| to describe to the House this afternoon 
| as practically an abortion. 
| I am not ina position to supply the 
| House with the particulars of these two 
great schemes, which | believe are un- 
doubtedly the largest advance hitherto 
made in dealing with this question of 
| the housing of the working classes. Of 
| course I am well aware that after all it 
|may only be a drop in the ocean, and 
_ that there remains an immense deal to be 
| done. When the Bill was passed it was 
|denounced by people who had never 
| studied the question, as one of the most 
futile and ridiculous measures ever sub- 
mitted to the House. We heard a great 
| deal in those days about Amendments 
| which were going to be moved by hon. and 
right hon. gentlemen opposite, but as the 
debates proceeded, and when they began 
to learn how enormous and wide 
spread were the powers pnssessed by the 
local authorities already, and how little 
in addition there was that could be done 
by legislation, we heard no more about 
these comprehensive Amendments ; and 
not one was proposed from either side of 
the House. An hon. friend of mine has 
kindly handed me the particulars of one of 
those schemes, which immediately followed 
upon the passing of the Act. In Tottenham 
| 250 acres were purchased to house 40,000 





more capable of taking care of himself | people. That scheme was proposed and 
than my right hon. friend the Secretary | agreed to, like the other that I have re- 
for the Colonies, and I shall leave him | ferred to, immediately after the passing of 
to make any defence of the Bill which; the Act, and they are both of them, I 
he may think necessary. Then he re-! understand, rapidly proceeding under this 
ferred to the humble individual who! abortive Act. And when the hon. Member 
has now the honour of addressing the so severely criticises the Government 
House, and complained of the Act of 1891, | what has he got to propose himself? 
which he said was also practically an abor-| I have listened to all he had to say 
tion. [ do not follow the hon. Member in| anfl he had to fall back upon the ex- 
this, nor do I perceive that he was able to | tension of the time for the repayment 
say much in support of the charge, and|of loans. I have given attention to 
indeed it would be rather difficult for | that question, and come to the con- 
him to do so. What are the facts with | clusion that the objections to be urged 
regard to the Act of 1891, and the con-| against it far outweigh any advantage 
seyuences which followed almost immedi- to be gained. You cannot limit the 
ately upon it? Asa matter of fact the | extension of the principle to loans for the 
Bill had hardly become law when the | housing of the working classes [An 
London County Council took measures) Hon. MemBer: Why not? | You would 
for proceeding with the two largest! have had demands for every conceiv- 
schemes that they have ever attempted | able purpose, for which loans are 
hitherto to carry out for the purpose of | wanted by Local Authorities, and it would 


improving the dwellings of the working | be extremely difficult to refuse them. 


classes directly under the Act, and directly al oe ani peer 


as a consequence of the Act which the | Suppose you departed from this principle, 

hon. Member opposite, without one word | which has been so long in practice, it 

in support of hi charge has been pleased | would have done practically nothing in the 
H 
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very attractive to many hon. gentlemen, 
but its effect would be trifling, and 
I, at all events, adhere to the view I ex- 
pressed formerly. The hon. 


plement of the Bill passed at that 
time was that there should be prompt 
and cheap facilities of transport, in 
order toenable the dwellers in the new 


their homes to 
their work to their homes. 
fectly true—the Act is incomplete in a 
material point without it, and on the third 
reading of the bill I gave a promise on 
behalf of my then colleagues in the 
Government that that should be done. It 
was to be done by giving greater facilities 
for the creation of tramways in London 


on the subject, because unlike other local 
authorities in the country, the County 
Council of London are not the road 
authority. The consequence is 
whenever a new tramway is desired in 
any part of London, a bill on the subject 
cannot be even introduced unless the 
consent of all the other local authorities 
whose territory it may pass through has 
been already obtained. That has led 
to abuses of every sort and kind, and, 


It is very easy to deal with it because the 


House of Parliament. At the time I 
speak of the question was very carefully 
considered, and after a conference with 
the Chairmen of Committees in both 
Houses we were agreed that a very 
trifling alteration in the Standing Orders 
could be made to give effect to this 
purpose, and although the undertaking 
given at that time, and which would have 
been carried out then but for the period 
of the session, has apparently escaped the 
memory of the Government, I hope it may 
still be done—after all, what the Govern- 
ment have to do is notso much to introduce 


local authorities the more effective ad- 
ministration of the powers they already 
possess. 
to them by all means anything that is 
Mr. Chaplin. 


{COMMONS} 
way of assisting the housing of the work- 
ing classes. The proposed extension of loans 


is a species of cheap generosity at the 
expense of posterity which, I know, is 


Member 
pointed out that the necessary com-| 


buildings to be conveyed quickly from | 
their work, and frow | 
That is per-| 


and that has a very important bearing | 


that | 


personally, I think the time has come | 
when the question ought to be dealt with. | 


law on the subject is laid down by the | 
standing orders in this and the other | 


fresh legislation as to urge upon the) 


If there are further facilities | 
wanted—I am not aware of them—give | 
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reasonable and can properly be demanded, 
and then encourage and stimulate them 
t9 use them to the best of their ability, 
It is in that direction I expect that 
any real progress will be made on this 
question. 

The hon. Member said that this was 
| not an academic debate ; but in one sense 
it is. What is the work of the session 
| we have before us already? When the 
address is over we are to deal with the 
rules of procedure. This is not so much 

a question for the Government, but one 
which concerns every individual member 

of the House of Commons. [f we are to 
have a change in the rules of procedure— 

|and there are great changes which ought 
to be made—I should be very sorry to 
forecast when the discussion will come to 
anend. Will they conclude before Easter ? 

I shall be agreeably surprised if they 
do—and after the Easter recess there 
will be all sorts of questions to follow. 
There will be the Coronation and all it 
involves. Shortly afterwards we come 
to Whitsuntide, and what is there besides, 
that must be done? There is the question 
of the Budget, and I fancy that will not 
be a particularly simple matter. Then we 

'have the Education Bill and how much 
time will be left for that great measure 
after all this has been done? I venture 

|to think, although this is a question 

which may very properly be discussed in 
the House of Commons, and with regard 
to which there is no monopoly on either 
side in the desire to see a great improve- 

/ment in the condition of the working 

classes, yet I do not believe it is possible 

for the House of Commons to deal with 
that question by any considerable measure 
during the present session. 


| 
| 


*(5.15) Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Cam- 
'borne) said that there was no question 
which the social reformer could approach 
that was of more interest than that 
before the House. This was a question 
which wanted to be settled. Unless 
the home was sound the whole national 
life was unsound; and anything which 
affected the homes of the people ought to 
be pressing indeed on the representatives 
of the people. The mover of the Amend- 
ment had relieved them of nearly all 
necessity of pressing on the House the 
very terrible evils that existed in London 
and other great towns from inadequate 
housing. They were nearly all aware of the 
terrible overcrowding and of the evils 
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which resulted from it in the life of our | was known to be the worst in London~ 
great cities. The excuse offered for the | he was glad to say it was coming down— 
overcrowding was that it was quite im-| where all the property was at the far end 
possible for the people to obtain houses ata | of the leases. That property was of 
Jess rent than was charged, and it was | course neglected and rack-rented because 
constantly pointed out to them when the | the property would soon be handed over 
local authorities attempted to build | to the ground landlord. 

houses for the working classes they were, Another aspect of the question was well 
unable to supply them at any less rent | worthy of consideration, namely, the effect 
than that charged by the owners of the | of the bad housing of the poor on trade 
slums. It was a well known fact that | competition. We were threatened with 
those who lived in good houses paid | foreign competition. He had _ been 
actually less per room than those who spending six months in America investi- 
lived in the worst and dirtiest slums of | gating the question. He was not afraid 
London. He knew something of this | of German competition. Germany dealt 
question. He had been a guardian of | mostly in rubbish, and they couid have 
tne poor in one of the worst and poorest | that trade. Moreover he was not afraid 
districts of London, and had been inj of the corpetition of any nation which 
constant touch with the inhabitants of a had conscription, But he found that, 
district witn a population of 24,000. He | wherever any employer of labour was 
was acquainted with every street and able to house his own  workpeople 
nearly every inhabitant in the area, and | omfortably, he could compete success- 
he knew that in practice the poor paid | fully against any manufacturer who 
more per room in rent than the rich. depended upon casual dwellings for his 
He himself had lived in two houses since workmen, There was the case of Mr. 
he came to London. One was at | Lever, the soap manufacturer, who 
Clapham Common which had comfortable | had spent a quarter of a million for the 
rooms, good air, with a garden at the back ; | benefit of his workmen, The result was 
and he actually paid less per room than the | not only success in his own business, but 
population in a chronic state of poverty. that he had been able to absorb two of 
He now lived in a house facing the river, his greatest competitors. The same was 
in Grovsenor Road, and there also he the case with the Messrs. Cadbury, the 
paid less per room than the poor of the chocolate manufacturers, who could by 
slums. But taking the cubic space of his the same methods or means meet all 
own house, compared with the average foreign competition. The whole question 
size of the room in the poor districts, the of competition with America rested on the 
rent was only one half. If he could get improvement of the working people. 
cubic space at half the rent of that de- There were in Regent Street seven shops 
manded and paid in the poorest districts, paying high rents, selling goods manu- 
surely some provision onght to be made factured in America and imported into 
by which the poor should pay less rent | this country, and with great success. 
than at the present moment. There wasno He happened to know the village in Con- 
doubt that the rents of working men’s | necticut where some of these goods—boots 
houses were very extortionate because and shoes—were made, and the condition 
there was no competition. If investiga-| of the workpeople there, compared with 
tions were made, it would be found that | that of the same class of people in London 
within two miles of Charing Cross not a, and the Midlands, was as heaven to 
dozen workmen’s houses could be rented ; | hell. The workmen were paid £3 a 
and if any decent working man, from! week, and the machines were worked 
loss of work or other cause, had to move, at 25 per cent. higher speed than in 
he had to begin at the very bottom before Northamptonshire. One reason why 
hecould get another place. In the worst they were able to compete was because 
sums the charge was from 20 to 25 per’ the American workman demanded a high 
cent, higher for a dwelling than for a standard of living and comfort, and, 
better class of houses in the immediate | getting that, he was able to earn the 
neighbourhood. This was an important , necessary money to pay for it. And, as 
question from many points of view. | the one acted and reacted on the other ; so 
One reason why the slums were bad was | also they turned out better and cheaper 
that the houses were at the far end of | goods: In that village in Connecticut to 


the leases. He knew one street wre | eee he had referred every workman 
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had his house of six rooms, with a quarter 


of an acre of garden, and a beautiful | 
'comparable. He knew an area of a quarter 


recreation and literary institute was pro- 
vided. But there was not a single liquor 
shop in the village. Lately he had visited 
a small shoe-making town in the Mid- 
lands of England of about the same size 
as that in Connecticut, and he found 
there no fewer than twenty-six public 
houses. The principle manufacturer told 
him that £60,000 of the workmen’s 
money in that village went into these 
liquor shops. Now in 
£60,000 would have gone into the homes 
of the workpeople—which made all the 
difference in the world. 
housing was complicated with that of the 
drunkenness of the people who lived in 
the slums, The seconder of the Amend- 
ment said that drink alone made them 
content to live in the slums. 
Caine) maintained that it was drunkenness 
that took these people into the slums, 
although he admitted the force of the 
argument that the one acted and re-acted 
on the other. In a district in London in 
which he was interested there was a 
Nonconformist church, and in that church 
there were 500 families, only ten of which 
had houses to themselves. They were all 
teetotallers, but except these ten none 
had a home of more than two rooms, the 
average rent of which was 7/- a week, or 
3/6 for one room ‘The wages of these 
sober, steady, working men was on the 
average 21/- a week, and when 7/- had 
been paid for rent there was only 14/- 
left for the family to live upon, unless 
the wife and children also earned money. 
This question of a living wage was a very 
large one. He supposed that there were 
millions of people in this country who did 
not get a living wage. Irregularity of 
employment was a great curse. In Liver- 
pool, which he knew well, there were 
from 35,000 to 40,000 people who did not 
know, when they had finished one day’s 
work, where they would get the next 
day’s work. The labourers and porters 
who worked on the great American liners 
were often three, four, or five days in 
idleness before they got their turn again. 
These men, mostly uneducated, had no 
place to go to except the public house, 
where they spent the greater part of the 
money earned when in work, the wife only 
getting the smal] amount left. Inquiry 
had shown that out of every 100 children 


born in the district of Liverpool where | a , 
'of the intentions of Parliament. 


these men lived, 50 died before they were 
Mr. Caine. 


{CuMMONS} 


America that 


This question of | 


He (Mr. | 


|apply the law. 
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12 months old, a death-rate with which 
that of the Concentrated Camps was hardly 
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of a mile square in London, where there 
were 38 liquor shops, and these did a better 
trade than all the other shops together. It 
was a sad fact that the best houses in the 
Metropolis in which poor people lived were 
the workhouses, where they were well 
fed and well housed. In face of all the 
contentiously canses of this bad housing 
of the poor, it is with wonder that there 
should be a round million of paupers in 
the United Kingdom. 

A great deal had been done by social 
effort and social example, and a great deal 
might be done by legislation. He did not 
intend to dictate to the Local Government 
Board the measures they should take, but 
he would press on them the necessity for 
doing something, and also the absolute 
futility of a Royal Commission, for a 
Royal Commission could not obtain any 
information beyond that which was 
already in the possession of the Local 
Government Board. He had been on 
Royal Commissions himself, and he had 
never known one that brought out any- 
thing that was not known pieviously. He 
hoped that the difficulty would be grappled 
with energy and determination, and he 
trusted that the Department would 
stimulate the Government to _ take 
adequate action. 


(5.22.) Str ALBERT ROLLIT (Isling- 
ton, S.), said he desired to say a few words 
on the Amendment as he had the advant- 
tage of being in communication with the 
Local Government Board with regard to 


the feeling which existed in large muni- 
cipal boroughs on the subject. He would 


wish to take the opportunity of saying 
that the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board had given in conference a 
very ready ear to the protests and sug- 
gestions which had been made to him, 
and he was quite sure that his right hon. 
friend realized the great importance 
of the subject and that he had given 
indications of a desire to meet as far as 
he could by administration, and he hoped 
also by legislation, the views of those who 
in municipalities and elsewhere had to 
There was need, in the 
opinion of those men, for some measure 
which would remove the difficulties 
and the obstacles which at present 
barred the way to the accomplishment 
After 
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the speeches which had been delivered, 
he did not intend to dwell on the extent 
of the evil of overcrowding, and he quite 
agreed with what the hon. Member for 
the Camborne Division had said, tnat 
even commercially it was desirable to 
make the homes of the poor as com- 
fortable and healthy as possible. He 
also wished to acknowledge that in the 
King’s Speech there was a very wise 
recognition of the importance of Local 
Government. A Bill had been promised 
for improving the water supply of 
London, and he agreed with his hon. 
friend, who said that pure water was 
a very material element in the health- 
fulness of the home. Whatever else 
might be accomplished, he hoped that, 
at any rate, they should have a public 
authority dealing with the water supply 
of London, and that the temptation 
would be removed from private under- 
takings to prefer dividends to disease 
and death in the ranks of the people. 
Then, again, the promise of a Bill for 
the improvement of valuation should 
be acknowledged. It would be a great 
step in the improvement of Local Govern- 
ment, from the point of view of finance, 
to have an accurate assessment, both 
absolutely and comparatively, established, 
and if his right hon. friend succeeded, 
he would have accomplished an improve- 
ment which had been attempted for 
fifty years, which had been proposed 


in eight of the ten Bills which had 
heen examined by Commissions and 
Committees, but which had not yet 
been carried out. The recent Royal 


Commission had indicated a very open | 
way to a great reform, and he was very | 
glad his right hon. friend had rapidly 
seized the opportunity by the Bill he 
proposed to introduce. ‘There was no 
greater obstacle to improved Local 
Government than the existence of 
the provisions of the Borough Funds 
Act which enabled one dissentient rate- 
payer to stop a great public improve- 
ment, and which prevented a part of a/ 
Bill being adopted unless the whole were 
accepted. ‘hese were great impediments | 
to public undertakings, and also the cause | 
of great cost and delay, and he hoped 
ihat the Bill which had been presented 
to the House several times, which 
had passed the other House, and which had 
been supported by the Government, would 
be passed, and that the 4overnment would 
themselves do what private Members had | 


| 
| 
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| attempted to do in vain. With reference 
| to the Amendment, he would remind his 
‘right hon. friend of the deputation— 
representative of all parts of the King- 
dom—which waited upon him, and which 
consisted of the Mayors and the very 
men who had worked the Acts for the 
housing of the people. It included the 
Mayor of Plymouth, the Chairman of the 
Housing Committee of the Great City 
of Liverpool, and the Mayor of Hull, in 
which town his right hon. friend had the 
opportunity of seeing not only what was 
being done, but also the obstacles and 
impediments which hindered the opera- 
tions of the Acts. 

What was the effect on the present 
condition of affairs? Parliament intended 
by those Acts to help the poorer classes, 
not as a matter of class legislation, be- 
cause facilities for better housing and 
sanitation were in the interests of the 
whole community. Therefore, if those 
facilities were obstructed, it was the 
community and not a particular class 
that suffered. It was not merely the 
personal inconvenience and danger to the 
class that was overcrowded that was 
concerned. The whole of a great city 
ran a risk from the part that was over- 
crowded. ‘The Mayor of Plymouth in- 
formed his right hon. friend, that they 
could not serve the class intended to be 
served because they were compelled to 
charge rents which could only be paid by 
the better-class artizans, and that the 
very poor, whom Parliament had contem- 
plated in passing the Acts, could not be 
served at all. The Local Authorities felt 
that they must either charge unduly low 
rents to the poor, and thereby inflict a 
tax, to a very serious extent, upon the 
other part of the community, or else 
charge rents which would repay the out- 
lay at reasonable interest, in which case 


they could not let to the class intended 
by the Acts. The result was a fiasco 
from almost every point of view. ‘The 
members of the deputation gave records 
of street after street, and they knew 


'the law and how far they could apply 


it on economic lines. He hoped then 
that there would be at least a Borough 
Funds Bill. 

The hon. Gentleman opposite referred 
to the length of the term of loans. ‘The 
Department itself could make some 
improvement in that respect without 
legislation at all. At present the Depart- 
ment granted loans for a term of 40 
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years, but the Act itself provided for 
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60 years. Why did not the Depart- 
ment at least carry out the feeling 
which animated Parliament when it 


decided that the maximum term should 
be 60 years? It was said that the term 
was merely a factor, and that if it were 
increased it would not solve the question. 
Of course, it would not. There were 
many other difficulties and obstacles, 
but if the rents of smal] tenements were 
reduced by even a proportionate fraction, 
a part of the present difficulty would be 
reduced. It was all very well for the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
Sleaford Division to say that it would 
make no practical difference. He _ pre- 
ferred the testimony of the very men 
who dealt in those questions in their 
own localities, and who had to erect the 
buildings and to negotiate with the 
Department the terms of loans. When 
they spoke with one voice their views 
were worth listening to. 

If his right hon. friend took the 
same stand as his predecessor, and said 


he was a “ trustee for posterity,” he would | 


remind him that although posterity might 
have to pay some proportion of the cost 
of these works, yet posterity got a 


benefit in the form of better health, and | 


they ought to pay for it. He would 
invite his right hon. friend to appoint 


{COMMONS} 
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There was a further point, which though 
only a small factor went to the solution of 
the whole problem. There was first an en- 
quiry as to the scheme and then one as to 
the loan, which meant additional cost and 
additional delay. It was suggested by 
the right hon. Member for Sleaford that, 
in the case of the Housing of the Working 
Classes, if the Government granted what 
they would have to grant there might 
be something in it, but it was well 
known that terms were more favourable 
in the case of other houses ; the exception 
was made in this case because of the 
danger of overcrowding. The law of 
Prussia made a distinct exception in 
‘favour of the Honsing of the Working 
Classes, and, in a city like Dusseldorf and 
in other parts of Germany advances were 
made for this purpose with great benefit 
for the term of 100 years. He could not, 
having regard to what had been said by 
the right hon. Gentleman, give a vote 
upon what would really be a Motion of 
no confidence, but he urged that the 
best way for the Government to gain 
the confidence of the people in this 
matter would be for thera to listen to 
what had been said on both sides of the 
House, and that it was their duty to get 
evidence before some public tribunal, and 
then make rules which would enable the 


Local Authorities to do their duty. 


a Select Committee to take evidence. [If | 


his right hon. friend held the official 
view that the term was sufficiently long, 
in other words, that the life of the works 
would not admit of a longer term, he 
would remind his right hon. friend that 
he himself had seen many buildings 
which were ample for 60 years. Let 
him, however, appoint a Select Committee 
and they would accept its decision. 
let them not have such continual wrangling 
as to whether there was room for length- 
ening the term or not. He hoped that 
would be the course which his right 
hon. friend would adopt. Again, if the 


land on which the buildings were erected | 


was left as a permanent asset, and no 
man allowed to remove an acre of land, 


however disposed, and he ventured to | 


assert that there would be very few cases 
of depreciation or any material loss. 
He would strongly urge that the term 


for land should be 100 years, and that | 


if the term for buildings could not be 
100 vears, it should be at least the 60 
years which was asked for by the repre- 
entatives of municipalities. 


Sir Albert Rollit. 


But | 


*(5.42.) Mr. PRICE (Norfolk, E.) de- 
sired to say a few words from the rural 
point of view, as he could do so as well 
upon this as upon the Amendment which 
stood in his name a little further down 
on the Paper. It was quite true that in the 
| country towns insanitary areas and over- 
crowding were not so great as in large 
towns, but at the same time there were 
great hardship, suffering, and physical 
deterioration in rural districts. From all 
sides there was the complaint as to the 
depopulation of country districts, and it 
had been pointed out what a serious effect 
that was having upon our national life. 
It was indeed a question of the most vital 
interest to both town and country. ‘The 
condition of the country districts led to 
‘the condition of the town populations 
being made still more intolerable, and the 
| depopulation of the country was certain 
to go on until some means was arrived 
|at to make it worth the while of the 
| agricultural labourer to stay upon the land. 
The condition of the housing accommoda- 
tion was one of the reasons of the people 
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not remaining onthe land, where they were | he would be able to let his estate to far 
badly wanted, and migrating to the towns, | better advantage ; but unfortunately, al- 
where they were not wanted at all. though it was directly to the interest of 

The facts were well-known, reports | the landowner to build good cottages, and 
had been furnished as to the condition | although a good many landlords undoubt- 
of the rural districts, and although it | edly did make good cottage provision on 
might be that there were parts of the | their estates, the country was full of land- 
country where there was no particular | lords who were not in a position to build 
need for better accommodation—and there | cottages. The old generation of landlords, 
were some estates where the owner took | with plenty of money, who lived on their 





great pride in maintaining the dwellings 
on his estate—there were many places 
where the housing accommodation was in- 
sufficient in quantity and miserably so in 
quality. That arose from many causes, 
one of which perhaps was that the 
Medical Officers of Health throughout 
the country were local medical practi- 
tioners. There was a law which 
recently been amended which enabled the 
rural sanitary authorities, the new Dis- 


trict Councils, to build, under certain | 


sanction, new cottages when required, 


but the unfortunate thing about that was | 
that it was so exceedingly difficult to | 
Building uader | 


make use of that Act. 
the new Act was not impossible, but 
extremely difficult, and in point of fact, 
since 1889, there had been only two cases 


in which the Local Authorities had suc. | 


ceeded in surmounting all the difficulties, 
and building under the Act. 
cases there had been an enormous outlay 
both in time and money, much more 
than the Local Authorities ought to have 


incurred in erecting cottages ; but ulti- | 
mately there was a good result, because | 


although they were not able to build 
cottages to let at a rental which would 
enable the labourers to live in them, 
they put up cottages which did come 


into competition with the others in the | 
neighbourhood ; as those cottages which | 


the better class had inhabited and vacated 
for the new, came in their turn into 
competition, and their owners were 
enabled to let them at ordinary rentals, 
allowing the labourers to obtain accommo- 
dation which they otherwise would not 
have had atall. What was wanted was an 
alteration in the law to enable the Local 
Authorities to have a good chance of 
building. It might be said that in the 
rural districts the person who got the 
greatest benefit out of good cottage 
accommodation was the landlord himself. 
Primarily that would be the case, as if 
there were no house accommodation he 
could not let his land, whereas if there 
were plenty of cottages, and good cottages, 


had | 


In both | 


present landowner had to look closely 
into facts before he attempted to build, 
'and when he found the return for his 
| building was only 24 per cent. he reluc- 
| tantly decided to go on with insufficient 
| cottage accommodation. The only other 
class which had any interest in keeping 
up and housing the population in the rural 
| districts was the rural sanitary authority, 
| who had a distinct pecuniary interest in 
the matter because a good supply of la- 
| bour meant better rentals for the land and 
a higher rateable value, so that it made 
everything better. The difficulty was 
that Parliament in its wisdom had not re- 
‘garded the District Council as being a 
sufficiently responsible body to entrust 
with building operations. In his opinion, 
it was a body which could be reasonably 
trusted with any reasonable expenditure 
for that purpose. Although the recent 
Act had stripped away some portion of 
the red tape, there was still a good deal 
enveloping this subject. The District 
Council had now to go to the County 
' Council and get its leave, which meant 
delay, expense, and difficulty, and some- 
times definite refusal by a Local Authority 
which did not understand the subject so 
well as that which made the application. 
He thought the Local Government Board 
| should make the necessary inquiry. That 
body had to make an inquiry in the ord- 
inary course, because that was the Board 
| that had the lending of the money, or 
| who got it lent; it was necessary 
‘that they should inquire into the value of 
| their security, and it would save Lime if 
| they also inquired into the reasonableness 
| of the scheme. It might be quite proper 
‘that .one superior Authority should 
overlook the District Council, but there 
should not be two, because that meant 
delay, expense, and very often the 
abandonment of schemes which otherwise 
would be undertaken. In the majority 
of cases, the District Council would, he 
believed, be perfectly willing to undertake 
what it believed to be for the benefit of 


| estates, had largely passed away, and the 











2i1 Housing of the 


the district, if only it saw its way fairly 
clear, but under existing circumstances 
the Council knew that there would be 
delay, struggles, and expense connected 
with the scheme, and that ultimately, if 
they did build, there would be Local Gov- 
ernment Board advice, resulting in the 
building of cottages at a cost nearly 
half as much again as it should be. 
He knew that suitable cottages could 


be built for £125 a piece, because he | 


himself had had some erected. It was 
perfectly true that at the present time a 


little more:might have to be paid, but, after | 


aconversation with the builder, he had 
reason to believe that he could get similar 
cottages built now in the same neighbour- 
hood at a 10 per cent. increase on that 
price. Even then the figure would not 
be anywhere near the extravagant prices 
paid by unfortunate District Councils 
which had undertaken building schemes. 
But, whether the cottages were to be 
cheap or expensive, the District Council 
was quite competent to consider the 
question. 
competent, but it was a very good 
authority, being composed of men who 
were not 
for things, and who, as a general rule, 
knew the prices ruling in the neighbour- 
hood. 
much the reverse, to have any Court of 
Appeal over the District Council, otber 
than the Local Government Board. 


Probably the House would be told, as | 


usual, that the Local Government Board 
already had a great deal too much to do. 
Undoubtedly it was a very hard-worked 


Department, and of recent years had | 


become infinitely more important than it 
was before supposed to be. But if the work 
was too much it was always possible to 


increase the size of the Department. | 


Additionally, most excellent people could 
be engaged, and, such was his thorough 
belief in the right hon. Gentleman, that he 
knew that, if he had satisfactory subordin- 
ates, the President of the Department 
would perform the supervisory work with 
the greatest ability, no matter how wide 


might be the area he had to supervise. | 
Atany rate, he asked that the Department | 


should undertake a little more than at 
present, and that its inquires should not 
be limited to the question of the loan, but 
that it should include the whole subject of 
whether the erection of the cottages was 
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Not only was the Council a 
accustomed to pay lavishly | 


It was not desirable, but very | 


Working Classes. 212 


| to build them. Anything more crue! than 
| the present system of holding inquiries 
‘could scarcely be imagined. County 
| Councils were not particularly anxious 
to take the responsibility of recommending 
the erection of cottages which might turn 
out unprofitable ; and they jumpec only 
too eagerly at any remote chance of an 
individual investing his money. He 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would, 
during the session, so amend the existing 
law as to enable the District Council to 
|go straight to the Local Government 
soard instead of to the County Council. 

| As to the length of time for which a 
| loan should be granted, surely it would 
be admitted that a well-built cottage 
; would last more than 40 years. He 
knew of many that had been built 100 
vears, and were still in very decent 
condition. If these extra burdens were 
thrown upon the Local Authorities by the 
Local Government Board regulations, an 
extension of the period of repayment was 
only reasonable. While it was not desir- 
able to load posterity with debt, yet there 
should not be handed over, absolutely 
free of expense, a very large asset for 
which the present ratepayers had paid in 
advance. The happy mean should be 
struck between the two extremes. Forty 
years was not an adequate period; sixty 
might be, but seventy was really nearer 
the mark. He hoped the division to 
be taken wouid be of a sufficiently satis- 
factory character to induce the President 
| of the Local Government Board seriously 
to consider the question. 


*(6.11.) Str J. DICKSON-POYNDER 
(Wiltshire, Chippenham): I am glad that 
an Amendment has been proposed by 
which we can have a debate upon this 
most important question, but, at the same 
time, | have no intention of supporting 
that Amendment if it is pressed to a 
division ; in the first place, because I am 
not in favour of being the means, how- 
‘ever humble, of making possible the 
substitution of any body of Gentlemen 
from the other side of the House for the 
present Government, and secondly, because 
the King’s Speech gives us an ample 
programme, and one which the Govern- 
ment will find it difficult to carry out in 
its entirety. Even if effect is given only 
_ to that portion relating to Procedure and 


| Education, the Government will have done 


necessary, prudent, and desirable, and | a great deal for the benefit of the country, 
possibly whether anybody else was likely | and therefore I think it would be un- 


Mr. Price. 
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reasonable to ask them to bring forward | 


any large and comprehensive scheme 
dealing with the housing question. But 
while I say that, I yet have hopes that in 
the course of the session there may be 
introduced and passed a measure extend- 
ing from 60 to 100 years the period for 
the redemption of debt. 1 do not agree 
with the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Sleaford Division that this is 
a purely academic question, not within 
the range of practical politics. It is 
peculiar ‘with what lethargy the subject 
seems to be regarded in this House, 


as compared with the extreme interest | 
| (2) from the point of view of having to 


—I might almost say excitement— 
with which it is considered by large 
numbers of people outside. Whilst not 
for a moment posing as a financial expert, 
Iam prepared to admit that in extending 
the repayment period from 60 to 100 years 
there 
may be regarded as 
principle. All I say 
there is a slight risk, 


ancient economic 
about it is that if 
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is a slight infringement of what | 


the gravity of the | 


problem fully warrants that risk being | 


taken. 


indeed. 


3ut the risk, if any, is very small 
[t must not be assumed that 


this extension will impose any additional | 


cost on posterity. It simply means that 
there will be a lability on the ratepayers 
for an extended period, because 
careful provision is being 
public authorities. ; 
of the London County Council, with which 
I am connected, who provide in all their 


building operations that no buildings shall | 
commenced without first | 


be erected or 
due care being taken that the rents in 
every way cover all the outgoings, in 
which out-goings is included the sinking 
fund for the buildings and the land. 
So that the risk mere ly means a liability, 
and will not, or need not, involve any cost 
to the rate-payers of the future. 


The County Council and the public | 


authorities in dealing with this housing 
problem find greater difficulty from 
day to day in complying with this 
regulation. I think every Member 
of this House will agree with 
me that it is important at all costs 
to maintain the principle that these 
buildings should be self-supporting, but 
there is grave danger that, unless some 
relief be given, in the future public 


pressure will become so strong that it 
will be impossible to maintain this 
principle. It is far more important that you 


should run this slight risk and give this | 
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help rather than run the risk of the greater 
danger of an economic fallacy being in- 
troduced such has I have indicated. My 
right hon. friend the Member for Sleaford 
says—what is the good of doing all this if 
you are going to gain nothing by it? As 
a matter of fact it is a considerable gain. 
We are dealing with small tenants, and, 
of course, the sums are of a small character. 
But small though these sums may seem, 
they are of immense importance to those 
who have to pay them. You may look 
at this from two ways: (1) The position 
in which the authority will be placed with 
regard to the capital at their disposal, or 


erect these houses at a lower rate. ‘This 
matter has been carefully calculated by 
the officials of the London County Council, 
and they feel sure that if this extension 
was given, and the land was allowed to 
be a permanent asset, there would be an 
increase of the capital sum at the disposal 
of the County Council for the erection of 
dwellings of 16 per cent., which is a very 
considerable increase indeed. I have been 
working for some years upon this question, 


| and I have no doubt my right hon. friend 


} 


| 
very | 
made by | 
I speak particularly | 


will endorse what I say when I speak 


of the immense difficulty the London 
'County Council has had in arranging 


plans for buildings which would comply 
with the regulations under the present 
system. If you give this extension you 
will give a great help to the County 


| ‘ . e ° 
| Council, which will enable them to devote 


a large capital sum for the erection of 
these dwellings. 
Then the difficulty arises with regard 


to the rents. We have had speeches 
this afternoon showing how, in_ this 
vast Metropolis, many of the poor 
people are totally incapable of 


paying the rents now being asked in 
different parts of London. I believe the 
lowest rental is something like 6s. per 
week, but every hon. Member knows 
that there are many persons who will 
find it totally impossible to pay that 
sum of money. [tis generally computed 
that a man can only pay one-fifth 
of his income in rent, and it will be 
found that upon that basis only men 
earning the high rate of wages of %0s. 
can pay such a rent. We want to 
get comfortable houses, with good sant- 
tary arrangements, that will come within 
the means of a man who is earning a much 
lower wage than 30s. a week. If this 
extension is given it will be possible for 
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the County Council, having erected their 
dwellings, to place those buildings upon 
the market at a lower rate than what 
they have hitherto been obliged to ask. 
It has been calculated, and we are 
assured, that with this extension, dwell- 
ings can be let at a lower rent to the 
amount of from 6d. to 10d. a week, and 
this would be a very considerab!e help to 
the artizans in this city, who are earning 
the lower rates of wages. I, therefore, 
sincerely hope that my right hon. 
friend and the Government will be able 
to see their way to pass some small 
measure this session, for I feel certain 
that by so doing they will be conferring 
a great boon upon the working classes in 
our cities. 

There are several other points, which, 
if the House will allow me, I should like 
to touch upon. I have already stated 
that I do not consider we should be 
justified in voting for the Amendment 
brought forward upon this occasion, be- 
cause there is no comprehensive scheme 
before the House of Commons or before 
the country. It is impossible to bring 
forward any great dramatic scheme 
of legislation upon this subject in this 
country. What can be done is to bring 
forward a collection—a very consider- 
able collection—of small amendments 
to existing Acts of Parliament. I 
hardly think it is just to the Govern- 
ment that an attack should be made 
upon them before they have had put 
before them exactly what the public 
authorities require. I will only deal with 
one or two of the points which I think 


are well worthy of the consideration of | 


the Government. The suggestion I am 
going to make is one which evidently 
does not find favour with the previous 
speakers. I want to have as far as pos- 
sible, complete harmony of opinion upon 
this question, and I was going to suggest 
that the Government should be asked 
to appoint a Royal Commission. (Oppo- 
sition cries of “No, no.”) Hon. Gentle- 
men opposite object to that course, but I 
am anxious that a Royal Commission 
should not be a weapon of delay, for in 


the case of an urgent question like this, | 


it is most important that you should 
have the very closest and most ample 
consideration by a competent body of men, 
and it appears to me that the broader 
you can make that body, the stronger it 
will be. There are hundreds of men 


outside the walls of this House who are | 


Sir J. Dickson-Poynder. 
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most anxious about this question, and 
who have a deep and intimate knowledge 
of the subject, and whose aid would be 
most valuable to constitute a Royal 
Commission. I cannot help thinking 
that it would be a good thing for the 
Government to appoint such a Com- 
mission, with a most urgent Instruction 
that they should report upon certain 
cardinal questions before the end of this 
session. There is not the slightest reason 
why this should not be done, although 
this may be an unprecedented Instruction. 

If the House does not agree to a Com- 
mission, [ would suggest that there 
should be a Committee of this House. 
I will mention three of the questions 
which might be considered. The first 
is the one which was dealt with by 
the hon. Member who moved the Amend- 
ment, and that is the question of the 
standing order which governs the Model 
Clauses in cases where property is 
taken for the public convenience. Those 
Model Clauses at present lay down the 
obligation, that where more than 19 
houses are demolished there should 
be provision made for those who are 
displaced. I agree with my hon 
friend in this, that there seems to be no 
necessity in the future for that limit 
being imposed. I know it is a difficult 
question, and it is a matter which 
requires very careful consideration, and 
it is one which would be quite worth the 
while of a Committee to investigate. 
Whilst upon this subject I would make a 
further suggestion, which is, that the 
clause should be amended in such a way 
that it would be made possible in future 
for the companies—they may be Gas or 
Railway Companies—who are responsible 
for the displacement of people, to transfer 
their obligation to the London County 
Council upon making a pecuniary pay- 
ment. That would have to be done by 
an Act of Parliament, because it is 
necessary that it should be sanctioned by 
this House, and it is a question worth 
while taking evidence upon in order 
to obtain the opinions of directors of Rail- 
way and other companies. In many cases 
it is naturally the aim of companies to 
evade the duty of re-housing people who 
are displaced, and it is very important 
that the County Council should have 
some power of this kind, for the Council 
already has complete machinery at its 
disposal, and competent officials who are 
well qualified to take over work of this 
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kind which they are now carrying out so 
successfully. I think that is a suggestion 
which might be well worthy of considera- 
tion, and which I cannot help thinking, 
if looked into, would possibly result in 
useful legislation. 

I take another point, and that is the 
question of the compensation allowed to 
owners of insanitary property. Of all 
the duties which at present devolve upon 
the London County Council there is none 


more onerous than that of clearing in-/ 


sanitary areas, and wiping them off the 
face of London. There are a good many 
foul spots, with all their tendency to 
disease and degradation, but these great 
clearances of insanitary areas have been 
mace in the past and are now being made 
at vast expense to the ratepayers, owing 
to the scheme of compensation at present 
in existence. In this respect the London 
County Council is doing what is obviously 


its first duty, but under the administra-. 


tion of the present law it is being done in 
such a manner than vast irrecoverable 
loss is placed upon the ratepayers. It 
seems to me that the time has come when 


some alteration in that portion of the | 
Housing Act should be made, because | 


there seems to be something funda- 
mentally wrong with a law which lays 
down, as is done at present, that a man 
who owns insanitary property, upon the 
intimation of the public authority that 
his property is unfit for human _habita- 
tion, should receive compensation for that 
property upon the improved value of 
the land. 
time has 


come when less advantage 


should be granted to the owners of insan- | 


tary property. That would have a 
most far-reaching effect in the future, 
because it would impose the respon- 


sibility on the ground owners in London | 
to take care that the repairing clauses | 


in their leases were no longer a dead 
letter. I know this is a complicated and 
thorny question. Before legislation can 


take place on it, involving as it will the | 


whole question of land tenure in London, 
it would be right and just that a careful 
examination should be made. This sub- 
ject might well be placed before a Com- 
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It does seem to me that the | 
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but ought to be. That is due to the 
lack of uniformity of system in the 
different districts where the law is ad- 
ministered. It seems to me well worth con- 
sideration, whether an amendment might 
not be made by which you should have 
some general comprehensive tribunal for 
London to deal with these cases. The 
initiative is now taken by different bodies, 
and they interpret the law in different 
ways. The law lays down that a house 
must be “ incapable of repair,” but there is 
not a house that is incapable of repair 
according to the idea of some people. I 
should suggest that instead of the 


| magistrates dealing with the cases as they 


do now in their own localities, there 
should be a central tribunal instituted per- 
manently which would deal with all these 
cases. Time will not permit me to go 
into the big question of locomotion, 
which, to a large extent, underlies this 
housing question. That also might be 
brought before the Committee, and they 
might give useful advice with regard to 
future legislation in that direction. 
Personally, I do not agree with some of 
the hon. Gentlemen opposite, who 
suggested an amendment of the Cheap 
Trains Act. I do not believe that in the 
future the great trunk lines can play an 
important part in the locomotion of 
London. I believe youwill have to in- 
troduce a system of subways, and electric 
tramways under the surface of the roads. 
You will have to rely, to a large extent, 
on wube railways. You cannot ask the 
trunk railways to dislocate and disorganise 
their traffic by undertaking what is, after 
all, a local and metropolitan service. 
Every one knows that large masses of the 
people are anxious to see some solution 
of the housing problem. I believe myself 
that it will only be by dealing with the 
smaller items—small by themselves, but 
taken collectively they are very large— 
that you will get a remedy for the 
question. I ask my friends to support 
the appeal I make for the appointment of 
_a Committee of competent Members to 
take up this question and report upon it 
_ before the end of the session. 


mittee,who should have ample opportunity | 


of examining witnesses. 
they would be able to present a Report 
as to the lines on which legislation might 
be based. Part II. of the Housing Act 
deals with the closing of individual 
houses. There are hundreds of in- 


I have no doubt | 


(6.35.) Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. 
Patrick) said the debate had taken the 
'direction of dealing with the case of 
| London only, but there were other parts 
| of the three kingdoms which were inter- 
ested in the housing question. One of the. 
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curious problems existing in Ireland was, | great difficulty. The result was that pre- 


that although the population was de- 
creasing, overcrowding was increasing in 
Dublin, and, in a lesser degree, the same 
conditions existed in manv towns and 
even villages in Ireland which cried 
for some kind of remedy. He was 
of opinion that the House had failed 


to grasp sufficiently the situation, 
because the trend of events went to 


show that the population was leaving 
the land and coming into the towns and 
villages, and the municipalities did not 
appear to be ready to meet the economic 
changes which were going on. Some 
hon. Members thought the time wasted 
in discussing this matter, but he held 
that this was a national social problem 
that demanded the gravest attention from 
every man who desired to see the Com- 
monwealth prospering. It was not a 
question of the housing of the poor; it 
was a question of accommodating the 
workers. The housing of the very poor 
was done in the workhouses. The obstacle 


in this matter was mainly the land | 


laws. He happened to be on an 
Urban District Council, and the difficulty 


they had was in the acquiring of slum | 


They had to buy it, and 


property. 
Parliament 


had then to build houses. 
not given them sufficient 
grapple with the financial aspects of this 


problem, and the result was that the rate- | 


payers were obliged to contribute unduly 
to the housing of the workers. Under 
present conditions moral decencies could 
not be properly observed, and undoubtedly 
drunkenness was largely the product of the 
slum dwellings. If civilisation was to be 


powers to} 


| 


| cisely the class for whom cheap, decent 
_dwelling-houses were required, was that 
_very class for whom they were not pro- 
vided. He generally approved of what had 
been said by the hon. Gentleman opposite, 
but it was almost impossible for the 
great majority of Irish workers to pay 
from 6s. to 10s. a week rent. Their 
wages would not enable them to pay 
such fancy rents. 

This was a question that ought 
to be approached in the most solemn 
spirit by the House. ‘There was this 
extraordinary position in the three king- 
doms, that there were millions of workers 
_—the wealth-producers of the country— 
who could be evicted from their homes 
at the whim of the landlords, at 10 days 
notice, even if the tenants were willing 
to pay an increased rent. It was the 
duty of the House to protect these 
workers. It seemed almost paradoxical 
and impossible, but it was the positive 
fact that paupers, lunatics, and criminals 
were better housed than the wealth- 
producers of the nation. He had seen 
that from personal inspection and_ in- 
vestigation when he was visiting some of 
his political friends who were in prison, 
and he was acquainted with the arrange- 
ments of lunatic asylums and workhouses, 
That was a condition of affairs that ought 
not to continue. An hon. Member sug- 
gested that the Housing Aets should 
be simplified, and he hoped the President 


lof the Local Government Board would 


preserved in its true sense, they must | 
| President of the Local Government Board 


tackle this housing question. He be- 


lieved it was one of the most urgent that | 


could be dealt with by the House. In 
the urban districts the value of land was 
going up, and local authorities had to face 
that difficulty. The system of land transfer 
in this country was very expensive. 
It would not be tolerated in any 
other civilised community. There were 
uo cheap workmen’s trains in Ireland, 
so that the people were in a worse posi- 
tion in that matter than in this country. 


| 


approach the matter in the spirit of 
intelligence and action characteristic of 
him. He did not agree with the hon. 
Member for South Islington that the 


was afraid of work. He knew from 
experience that the right hon. Gentle- 
man liked work, and he was quite sure 
that this was a subject on which he 
would endeavour to make hi. mark. 
There were, no doubt, diffic aues in 
every direction, but a Select Committee 
should be appointed, not necessarily of 


lawyers, but of men insympathy with the 


question, and who knew the conditions 
of the housing of the working classes 
in municipalities and district councils, 
which could codify the Acts and bring 


about the needed amendments to cheapen 


There was no such provision made | 
in regard to the artizans in Irish | 
towns. The whole circumstances in 


connection with the transfer of land, the 
price of land, the difficulties of obtaining 


Mr. Field. 


and facilitate the working of the Act. With 


| this question there were mixed up larger 

land, and the rates that must be charged | problems—those of terminable leases, the 

in order to repay the ratepayers, formed a | transfer of land, the taxation of land 
| 
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values and other matters; and the time 
had come when they ought to be con- 
sidered seriously by the House. He 
happened to be a Member of the National 
Society for the Prevention of Tuberculosis 
in Dublin, and he was told that the prin- 
cipal source of that disease, in the great 
majority of cases, was the want of fresh 
air and comfort in the houses of the poor. 
The lamentably high death-rate in 
Dublin was due to the fact that the 
workers were obliged to live in ill- 
ventilated and overcrowded tenement 
houses, and the same thing had been 
proved by the hon. Member who 
introduced the amendment. Very 
little had been done to improve 
matters since the report of the Royal 
Committee on the Housing of the Working 
Classes 16 years ago, although promises 
nad been made by all parties at every 
General Election, but he trusted that the 
result of this debate would be that 
something practical would be done, that 
the Select Committee would be appointed 
and report this Session, as the subject 
admitted of no delay. 


*(6.53.) Tue PRESIDENT or Tue 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. 
Water Lona, Bristol, 8.): I do not 
mean to occupy the time of the House 
at any length on a subject, which, I 
agree with the hon. Member for North 
Camberwell, is one well worthy of our 
attention, and of the general interest 
expressed in it. I welcome the speech 
of the hon. Member in so far as he 
described a state of things in many of 
our towns which ought to be known 
and condemned; and I welcome it also 
so far as it adhered to the promise of 
its opening that it should be of a non- 
partizan character. The hon. Gentleman 
was good enough to say that he thought 
the party opposite to him were entitled 
to as much credit as his own for what 
they had done to forward this question. 
This was a very moderate meed of praise 
indeed, in view of the facts and of the 
history of the case; for while I frankly 
admit that the hon. Gentleman and 
others associated with him have made 
many speeches in and out of the House 
on this subject, I must remind the House 
that the party on this side have not 
been contented with making speeches. 
The whole of the legislation in which 
provision has been made for the housing 


of the working classes in various parts | 
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| of the country, with the exception of 


the Shaftesbury Act, which itself was 
carried under a Conservative administra- 
tion, is due to Conservative Govern- 
ments. Therefore, I do not think 
that I am saying more for the party 
to which I belong than is the 
case when I maintain that that party 
does not deserve the condemnation 
which it has received from some of 
the speakers to-day. I welcome the 
hon. Gentleman’s assurance that he and 
his friends are anxious to deal with this 
question in the future, in so far as they 
can, in @ non-partizan spirit. I do feel 
myself that these great social problems, 
like the housing of the working classes, 
which affect the moral condition of the 
people, might well be so treated. 

I confess I deeply resent the direct 
charge of the hon. Member for North Cam- 
berwell against the administration and 
myself that we have displayed absolute 
unconcern in the face of the existence of 
this evil in the country. The hon. 
Member bases that charge solely on the 
fact that there is no mention in the 
King’s Speech of fresh legislation ; he 
ignores altogether the fact to which the 
hon. Member for South Islington referred 
in his speech, that the Department with 
which I am connected has been in con- 
stant, and [ may say without exaggera- 
tion, in laborious communication with 
the men in the country who are best 
acquainted in a practical way with this 
question ; he entirely ignores the fact that 
the Act which my right hon. friend 
passed in 1900 could not possibly have 
had the effect which we all desire to see it 
have in so short a time. What was the 
great change that that Act brought into 
the Housing of the Working Classes Act ? 
It enabled the Local Authorities for the 
first time to go outside their own areas ; 
to remove the people from the congested 
districts and insanitary areas to the out- 
side, and it is manifestly impossible that 
an Act of 1900, which has only been run- 
ning fourteen months, should have had 
sufficient time to deal with this difficult 
problem. ‘The hon. Member sail that the 
Act of 1900 had been an abortion. 


Dr. MACNAMARA. No! The Act 
of 1899. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No ;I think he 
went further than that ; he referred to 
the working effect of the Act of 1900, 
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and said that it was ni. 
said that under 
practically no scheme had been carried 


out. I would only point to the fact that 


the London County Council have already 
embarked in two large schemes outside 
their area. 
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the amending Act | which will meet with the approval of 
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ithe hon. Gentleman and his friends, 
Something has been said with regard to 
the question of the extension of the period 
| for the repayment of loans, and something 
| has been said about “model clauses.” 








I am not going into the details | Well, my hon. friend the Member for 


of the work which ought to be done, 
and which it is right should be done by 
the Local Authorities. I have seen a 
great deal of Local Authorities, and have 
examined more than one of their schemes 
on the spot, and I know that the Local 
Authorities are striving with all their 
heart and might to deal with this 
great problem ; therefore, it is in no 
disrespect of them, and certainly not with 
any desire to hinder the work which I 
believe they are doing, that I say that 
some of them, notwithstanding their 
desire to do well, are attempting to do 
that which is impossible. They have 
been endeavouring to provide dwellings 
for people in the congested districts on 
land which is of such a value that it is 
impossible to let them at a rental within 
the reach of the people it is sought to 
benefit. I believe that the true solution 
of this great problem is to remove the 
people from the crowded parts of the 
cities to the free country outside. In 
many places this has already been well 
done. I recently paid a visit to Hull, 
where admirable work has been done 
both in the work of clearing the slums 
and provision for the future. There I 
found the Local Authority have dealt with 
the slum areas, and have constructed a fine 
broad thoroughfare leading to the less 
populous parts of the town, and then 
private individuals have come forward and 
put up houses on property adjoining, the 
Local Authority doing the draining and 
lighting and so forth. The Local Authority 
having done the clearing, private enter- 
prise has done the rest. Where this is 
possible, [ venture to say that is the best 
solution of the difficulty of providing 
houses for the working classes. 

What, after all, are the suggested 
remedies the honourable Gentleman 
approves? They are four—or rather 
three, because with regard to the fourth 
the reform of the land laws, he said he 
would not ask the existing Government to 
deal with that, and therefore it is not 
necessary for me to deal with it, and I do 
not think it is the least probable that any 
Government of which I am a member will 


Mr. Walter Long. 


| Hoxton secured last session the appoint- 
|ment of a Committee, agreed to by the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment and myself. That Committee, unfor- 
tunately, did not sit owing to some delay in 
its final constitution, but it is the intention 
of the Government to ask for the appoint- 
ment of a similar committee this session 
to deal with this problem. But these 
clauses must form a separate matter 
by themselves to be dealt with by 
a separate Committee, and therefore I sug- 
gest the appointment of last session should 
be repeated this session, and I hope the 
Committee will soon be appointed, and be 
able to dispose of the work which will be 
placed before them. The hon. Gentleman 
also made reference to the question of 
cheap transit. He appealed to my right 
hon. friend the President of the Board of 
Trade to give greater facilities in that 
direction. That is a matter tor which IJ, 
as an individual, am in no way responsible, 
and I do not intend to enter into the 
| question, because there is a great deal to 
| be said on both sides, and it would not be 
| possible to deal with it within the limit of 
time I have at my disposal ; but I cannot 
help thinking and hoping that by 
improvements in locomotion and train 
service, or by quick tramcars, or by other 
means, it will be found possible in the 
'future to take the workmen out of the 
|crowded centres where they would get 
| better houses and better air for their 
| children to enjoy, that they may grow in 
| strength and health. This is what we must 

look to, and I hope science will help us with 
fresh discoveries which will, if they do 
| not settle this question, bring the solution 
|nearer than it appears to be at present. 
| My hon. friend, the Member for South 
| Islington, referred to a deputation which 
| he did me the honour to bring to me some 
| time ago on behalf of the Municipal 

Corporations Association. He referred 
'to some of the suggestions made by that 
| Deputation and to my reply to that 
| Deputation. I hope it will be possible 
|during the session to deal with the 
| question of the Borough Funds Act, which 
| does, no doubt, put difficulties in the way of 
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some municipalities, and there are some 
smaller matters where amendments might 
be made in the law, which, as it affects 
Local Authorities now, does impede them 
in their usefulness. Those amendments 
I hope I may be able, with the assistance of 
those who represent the Local Authorities 
in this House, to pass this session. They 
are not controversial questions. My hon. 
friend suggested that the vexed question 
of the extension of the period of the 
repayment of the loans should be referred 
toa Committee. This, after all, is the great 
practical question to which everything else 
comes back. 


My hon. friend, the Mem- | 


ber for the Chippenham Division, also | 


referred to it, and told us that sometimes 


when a Local Authority put into force | 
| payment would mean a very small relief 


the powers which they undoubtedly 
possess, to deal with insanitary or over- 
crowded areas, even though they may issue 
closing orders and avail themselves of the 
existing powers of the Acts to get the 
value of the land reduced when closing an 
insanitary area, they have to pay a great 
deal more for the land than they ought ; 
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Commission has to sit a considerable 
time because of the mass of matter it 
has to enquire into, At the same time, 
if I find, either with regard to the 
question of valuation or any other part 
of the administration of the Act that I 
require the assistance of a Committee, 
I shall not hesitate to ask the House 
to consent to its appointment. 

With regard to the question of the re- 
payment of loans, I feel that we are in a 
different position. We had a debate upon 
the subject last year,t and I think I ex- 
pressed my views very much on the same 
lines as those expressed to-night by my 
right hon. friend the Member for Sieaford, 
and I then ventured to point out that 
the effect of an extended period for re- 


indeed to the Local Authority incurring 
the debt. It was not difficult to show 
that local indebtedness had increased enor- 
mously, and that its growth has been quite 


out of proportion to the growth of the 


local revenue. Thus in the year 1874-5 


| the local debt was £92,820,100, and the 


but there is insanitary property and in- | 
| £115,646,631 ; in 1898-9 the debt had 


sanitary property. In some cases the 
property becomes insanitary by the gross 
neglect of the owner to keep it in order, 
and clearly in those cases, the owner 
ought not to get more through the action 
of the Local Authority than the actual 
value of the land. Then there 
other class of property which becomes 
insanitary and undesirable for habitation 
through no fault of the owners. 
figures which have been given to me 
show that there is often a confusion 
between these classes of property, and 
I do not think the majority of this 
House would ever consent to the confis- 
cation of property, solely because it was 
desired to make provision for the work- 
ing classes who want better houses. I 
have been engaged in the examination of 
this question, and I will look further 
into it, but I cannot agree with my hon. 
friend that it is necessary to refer it to 
a Committee of this House, and cer- 
tainly not toa Royal Commission. My 
hon. friend cannot have the experience 
of a Royal Commission which I have, 
or he would not suggest that a Royal 
Commission should sit and report this 
session, or that I should direct them to re- 
port atonce. [am afraid they would treat 


such directions with scant courtesy, and | 


they would have no effect upon their deli- 


The | 


'grown to £276,229,048, 


is the | 


| 


Rateable value of England and Wales 


the Rateable 
value only to £180,406,420. The 
figures show a very grave disparity, 
but I am not one of those who, looking 
at the growth of local taxation, believe 
that the Local Authorities have done 
wrong. There is no doubt that the 
Local Authorities have a very great deal 
of lost ground to make up; that the 
extraordinary growth of population, and 


| its concentration in very limited spaces in 
great towns has taken place with such 
great rapidity, that it has been almost 


impossible to keep pace with it, and a 
great deal of work which ought to have 
been done years ago, and which might 
_ have been done, has now to be done by 
‘the Local Authorities who are now 
spending money on four or five important 
|matters at once. Their water supply 
| may be bad in quantity, and _ insuflicient 
in quality, and there are other local needs 
pressing upon them, the condition of the 
houses of the people living in the midst 
‘of the towns and other evils may require 
to be remedied, and when they are brought 
face to face with all these facts, we cannot 
blame them if they spend money freely 
| in order to get rid of some of these evils. 


+ July 16th, 1901. (See (4) Debates, xevii., 


berations. My experience is that a Royal | 602 ; refer also to Vol. xeviii., 1320.) 
\ 
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But although I do not believe or | 
suggest that this enormous growth of 
indebtedness is due to extravagance or un- 
reasonable expenditure on the part of the 
Loca! Authorities, I do say that having | 
regard to this fact, and also to the very | 
small relief an extension for the repayment 
would give, it is impossible for the Presi- | 
dent of the Local Government Board to 
assent to a change in the policy which has | 
been pursued for so many years, unless 
there is a clear expression of opinion in 
that behalf on the part of Parliament. 
Thehon. Member for North Camberwe!l 
is so rapid a mover and worker himself 
that he thinks everybody should be ready 
immediately, and he blamed me last year, 
and now blames me again, for not having 
sanctioned the extension of the period 
for the repayment of loans. Let me 
remind him that for years this policy has 
been maintained hy the Local Govern- 
ment Board. Upon whom will the 
liability from any change in that: 
policy fall? It will not fall upon us or 
our supporters, but upon those who 
‘annot now be consulted as to whether 
they approve of what the present | 
generation of legislators is doing. I, 
do not think a minister with my ex- 
perience would take such a responsibility | 
as that without the full sanction of | 
Parliament. I am bound to confess that | 
owing to the differences in the law in| 
London and the country, it is a very | 
difficult matter to deal with; Parliament | 
itself has not been consistent in the | 
matter. It has invariably condemned ! 
every proposal for an extension of the | 
period in the House of Commons itself | 
but when you go from the House of | 
Commons itself to the House sitting in 
Committees upstairs, the policy is quite 
different to that which the House | 
formulated here. You find Committees 
giving Local Authorities borrowing powers 
which the House has refused. So that 
you have a conflict of ideas which is very | 
confusing, and with regard to which it is 
difficult for anybody to take up any im- 
movable attitude. When the deputation 
from the Municipal Corporations Associa- 
tion waited upon me, I promised I would | 
consider whether the best and wisest course | 
would not be to ask Parliament to appoint 
a Committee to examine the whole question 
of the repayment of loans, and as to| 
whether land is to be treated as an asset | 
and not as part of the debt, and generally to | 
review the whole question and pronounce | 


Mr. Walter Long. 
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‘country generally. 


' troversy. 


' form a useful addition to the 


‘which has 
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an opinion which would be a guide 
not only to the Government but to the 
I am prepared to ask 
the House to appoint such a Committee, 
and I listened gladly to the assurance 
of my hon. friend, the Member for South 
Islington when he told us that if that 
course was adopted those he represented 


'would be prepared to abide by that in- 


quiry. That is the course which I am 
prepared to recommend with regard to 
“and as an asset,” and that part of the 
question generally known as the extension 
of the period of loans. 

These are two questions abort 
which there has been a great deal of con- 
My hon. friend and many 
others believe that the financial question 
is the root of the evil. With regard to 
the housing of the working classes, 
i do not share that view, but I think 
a view so strongly and generally ex- 
pressed is entitled to courteous and 
careful consideration, and | am prepared 
to ask the House to appoint a Committee, 
and refer the whole of these questions 
to them. 

I have 
points raised 


with all the 
With regard 


now dealt 
generally. 


/to one or two minor suggestions which 


have been made for an alteration in the 
law I agree that a collection of small 
amendments might be made which would 
law. For 
instance, at the Local Government Board 
we think that the central authority 
should be in one office, and not divided 
as at present between the Home 
Office and the Local Government Board. 
That is, I think, a useful suggestion 
because it would throw the _ whole 


-administration into one Department, and 


after all the question of housing has 
more to do with local government than 
any other department. Then there was 
a suggestion that Local Authorities would 
carry out their schemes more successfully 
if they were able to establish shops and 


| build club-rooms as part of or attached to 
‘the buildings they propose to 


erect. 
At present they are not able to do 
anything of this kind under Part III 
of the Act, though it has been done 
under Part I. That is a suggestion 
been frequently urged 
by Local Authorities and I think its 
adoption would be some benefit to them. 
I have dealt with the various points 
raised by the hon. Member for North 
Camberwell but the general answer is, I 
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think, given in his own speech. He is 
one of the strongest advocates we have 
of the cause of education, and he knows 
very well that there are education and 
other questions to deal with this Session, 
nd I certainly think it is a little 
unreasonable on his part to blame the 
Department to which I belong, which has 
already two measures in the King’s 
Speech, because it is not ready with a 
great measure on the subject of Housing. 
All I need say further is this, speaking for 
my colleagues as well as myself, we are all 
anxious that every possible assistance 
should be given to Local Authorities to 
earry out their difficult work and to deal 
with this most difficult task, and we will 
certainly not throw any impediment in 
their way. If it can be clearly shown 
that amendments of the law are neces- 
sary, I shall be prepared to consider them, 
and, if possible, to give effect to them. 
But I believe that rather in administra- 
tion than in new legislation will be found 
a remedy, for in most respects there are 
ample powers if only they are vigorously 
exercised. 


(7.32.) Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derby- 
shire, Ilkeston): I shall not detain 
the House for more than a_ few 
minutes, but I think something ought 
‘to be said with reference to the con- 
cessions the right honourable Gentleman 
has made. He has gone almost further 
‘than I expected him to do in that 
portion of his speech referring to 
slum property, which is allowed by the 
owner to continue in a bad state in order 
that the Local Authority may be forced 
ito acquire it under such terms as enable 
‘the owner to make a profit on it. I 
am glad the right hon. Gentleman 
has gone so far as to indicate that he is 
willing, at all events, to support efforts 
to correct the law in that direction. He 
has shown a better spirit than was exhib- 
ited in the last Parliament, when the Bill 
of 1900 was passed. It was then con- 
tended on this side that the facilities for 
acquiring land for a great national pur- 
pose like this ought to be increased, and 
we protested against ten per cent. com- 
pensation being given to owners of slum 
property, but we were then unable to 
obtain any concession. The right hon. 
Gentleman has also agreed to a 
Committee in reference to the extension 
of the period of loans, and as to the 
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In these respects I think the right hon. 
Gentleman has met the House in a 
liberal spirit. 

I do not wish for a moment to make 
this a party question. It is a question of 
such great national importance that it 
rises far above party considerations. But 
when the right hon. Gentleman takes 
credit to himself and his party for 
having passed all the legislation that has 
been placed upon the Statute-book 
in reference to this question, he must 
also take the responsibility of the 
inefficiency of that legislation. There 
is no doubt that, as regards rural housing, 
the Act of 1890 has been a great failure, 
and there is every prospect of a similar 
result in regard to the Act of 1900. The 
provisions of the Act are not sufficiently 
drastic, and there are still too many 
delays and difficulties in dealing with 
land in rural districts, where this question 
is just as urgent as in towns, if the 
people are to live in decency, and have 
adequate provision made for public 
health. The defence of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for the Sleaford 
Division is based on a fallacy which has 
more than once been trotted out in these 
debates. He says that what we want 
is improved administration. All the 
improved administration in the world 
would not meet this evil. There are 
adequate powers all round for closing 
insanitary property, but the great defect 
of all legislation is that there are not 
adequate powers for erecting new build- 
ings in its place. I believe that that 
defect will never be properly remedied 
until some of the measures hinted at by 
the hon. Member for North Camberwell 
in regard to land reform are carried into 
effect. The administration of the Acts 
works in this way : The power of closing 
houses is stringent, and the Local Author- 
ities are willing to certify property as 
bad, but they are at once met by the fact 
that they are dislodging their population 
and have no place in which to put the 
people. There are hundreds of thousands 
of people in this country living in houses 
which are insanitary and unfit for human 
habitation, the Local Authorities being 
afraid to condemn the houses because 
there is nowhere else for the people to go. 
The supreme necessity of dealing with 
this question is shown by the instances 
which have been quoted of men in receipt 
of full wages being obliged, in consequence 


position in which the land ought to stand. | of their inability to obtain houses, to put 


I 
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of local workhouses, and, in some cases, 
to give up their work and go inte the 
workhouse themselves. 
of things indicates a scandal which most 
urgently requires legislation. 
ality of the people largely depends on the 
manner in which they are housed. The 
urgency of the question is reinforced at 
the present time by the thought of the 


Such a condition | 


The mor- | 


possibility of a terrible epidemic in the | 


midst of a badly housed population. 
The best economy in all these cases is 


to meet the difficulty quickly, and I am | 


glad the right hon. Gentleman is willing 
to appoint this Committee this session, 
but I wish he had shown to the deputa- 
tions that waited on him a more active 
sympathy. After all, what the Local 
Authorities want in this matter is en- 
couragement. The price they have to 
pay for land for housing purposes makes 
it almost impossible for them to under- 
take building operations without serious 
loss. I think one of the Local Authorities 
declared that if the period of the loan 
was extended it would enable them to let 
their houses at 6d. per week less. That 
amount would make all the difference to 
many working men, especially those in 
receipt of the lower rates of wages, 
between taking a house and not taking it. 
If the rate of interest could be lowered, 
and the period of the loan extended, it 
would give Local Authorities all over the 
country that encouragement which is so 
necessary, and induce them to assist in 
the solution of this great social question. 
I hope the Committee, when it is ap- 
pointed, will have power to consider the 
question of the rate of interest as well as 
that of the extension of the period of 
loan, so that Local Authorities may have 
the fullest facilities possible. 


*(7.41.) Mr. DUKE (Plymouth) : 
There is one matter in regard to which 
Local Authorities generally believe the 
Local Government Board could give them 
even more effective assistance than by 
prolonging the period of the repayment 
of the loan. The extent to which such a 
prolongation to the utmost lawful period 
under present legislation would assist the 
Local Authorities is about one per cent., so 
that if a cottage cost £250 that would 
represent ls. per week on the rent. That, 
to a man earning 20s. a week, is a very 
material matter. 


{COMMONS} 


their families in receipt of the hospitality | 


| hon. 


_ building 
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matter, and I am sure the Local Govern- 
ment Board under his direction will, 
after the deliberations of the Committee, 
arrive at the conclusion that the municipal. 
authorities of the country are right in the 
recommendation they have again and 
again urged on the Department, viz., that 
this extension should be made. 

But I wish to refer to the practice of 
the Local Government Board, under 
which, instead of permitting Local 
Authorities to build dwellings for the 
working classes in accordance with the 
provisions of their own by-laws, which 
are sanctioned by the Local Government 
Board, the Department enforce other 
provisions, either in the name of sanita- 
tion, or for reasons known to the 
inspectors of the Department, and these 
provisions enhance the cost of the 
dwellings far more than is represented 
by one per cent., or even, in many Cases, 
by two per cent. I have had dwellings 
pointed out to me which could have 
been erected for £400, the cost of which 
has been increased by from 50 to 100 
per cent., because the Local Government 
Board inspectors have insisted upon 
requirements which the Local Authority 
could not have insisted on if local 
contractors or builders had been willing 
to undertake the erection of the dwellings. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Will the 


hon. Member supply me with an instance ? 


*Mr. DUKE: I think I can supply my 
right hon. friend with an instance at 
Plymouth, where, as I am told by a mem- 
ber of the Local Authority, the cost of 
the buildings was increased certainly by 
50 per cent., and, I believe, by consider- 
ably more. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : I quite admit 
that that may have occurred. What I 
ask for is an instance in which it occurred, 
and the conditions on which the Local 
Government Board insisted. 


*Mr. DUKE: 


I well tell my right 
friend what 


was the nature of 
the condition. It required a class of 
far superior to what was 
required in a building of the same kind 
under the local by-laws, and it also 


included, I believe, provisions as to air 


| 
| 


space different from the conditions of the 


My right hon. friend | local by-laws. It cannot be right as a matter 


has promised to give consideration to that | of principle that the Local Authority 


Sir Walter Foster. 
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should be prevented from erecting build- 
ings for the poorest class of the com- 
munity in accordance with by-laws which 
were sanctioned by the Local Government 
Board for the whole community. If my 
right hon. friend will give us some 
promise of consideration of this, which is 
felt to be a pressing grievance by Local 
Authorities whose constituents are crying 
out to them to deal with a question they 
cannot deal with because of the financial 
difficulties at present surrounding it ; if 
my right hon. friend will give us that 
assurance in addition to the promise 
he has made in regard to the terms of the 
loans, I am sure that Local Authorities 
throughout the country will feel very 
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grateful to him for such a practical result | 


from this discussion. 
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difficulty of where to put the 
poor people who were _ displaced. 


There was one area in Dublin in which 
the Corporation could not compel the 
owners to put the property into a proper 
sanitary condition, and they had either 
to turn the people out with only the 
prospect of the poorhouse before them, 
or else allow these poor people to continue 
to live in their present deplorable state. 
The owners kept this class of property in 
this condition because they believed that 
the Corporation would have to come 
down and pay them a fancy price for it. 
He was very much surprised that no 
mention was made in the Speech from the 
Throne of the intention of the Govern- 
ment to deal with this question. 

There was another question which he 


| would impress upon this promised Com- 


(7.45.) Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, 
College Geen) said that in any | 


Committee appointed to consider this | 


most important question of the housing 
of the working classes, the case of Ireland 


should be taken into consideration. At | 
the present time Ireland was excluded | 
rounded, practically not a single working- 


from the operation of several very 
valuable provisions in the Housing of the 


Working Classes Act, and he especially | 
urged that a district like the City of | 
Dublin should be taken into considera- | 


A distressing picture of the con- 
ditions under which the poor lived in 
London had been drawn, but he could 
draw a very sad picture of the conditions 


tion. 


under which the poor were housed in the | 


City of Dublin. The far more pressing 


necessity of the housing of the very poor | 


had been neglected owing to the conges- | 
tion which prevailed in Dublin, and this 


had caused rents to go up to such a/| 


figure that it was impossible to have the 
poor living under any other but con- 
ditions which were a_ scandal to the 
community. 
scope ought to be given for the clearing 
of insanitary areas. The Dublin Cor- 
poration had at all times been greatly 
interested in this question, 
powers were surrounded by so many 
restrictions that they were practically 
prevented from clearing away a good 
many insanitary areas. They had to leave 
many slums and plague spots in Dublin 
alone because the Corporation could 
not compel the owners to put them 
into proper habitable repair. The only 
thing they 

those houses, then the 


but arose 


He thought a much wider | 





could do was to close | 


| 
| 


| the 
but their | 


mittee, and that was that there should be 
some amendment of the Small Dwellings 
Act. The Dublin Corporation were 
anxious to carry out their responsibilities 
by putting the provisions of that Act into 


operation, but owing to the number of 
restrictions with which they were sur- 


man in Dublin had been able to avail 
himself of that Act. One of his own 
workmen, who was prepared to put down 
the sum of money required, made an 
application to take advantage of the 
Act. The Corporation found him a 
most suitable person, but when they sent 
his title to the responsible authority, 
because he was not able to show a 40 
years title it was ruled out, and the 
Corporation could not consider his case. 
The Corporation passed resolutions upon 
the subject, and he asked questions ‘upon 
it across the floor of the House, and he 
was told that it was necessary to have 
some amendment in the Small Dwellings 
Act. He hoped that point would be 
considered by the Committee which was 
to be appointed. They would have 
to take into consideration in Dublin 
peculiar circumstances of the 
city. The large houses in the city had 
been turned into tenements, and in con- 
sequence of the ground rents and the 
high values which had been placed upon 
the houses the rents were very high. 
In any settlement of this question it 
would be idle, as far as Dublin was con- 
cerned, to deal with it from a practical 
point of view unless the question of 
taxing the ground rents was taken into 
consideration. It was impossible to house 


I2 
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the people in Dublin except in tenement 
houses. In the street where he lived | 
in Dublin he knew a purchaser who | 
bought two houses and paid £400 for | 
them. He paid £27 10s. ground rent, | 
and taxes up to £20 were added on the | 
valuation. The result was, that what | 
with wear and tear, ground rent, and | 
taxes, he was practically getting no) 
profit, and in letting out in tenements | 
he was obliged to make the tenants pay | 
a higher rental. Why should the ground 
rents not be taxed? While the value of 
property in Dublin was depreciating, the 
same ground rents went on for ever. 
Therefore, in any measure put forward, 
the question of the taxation of ground 
rents would have to be taken into con- 
sideration. The Corporation of Dublin 
at the present time were anxious to 
house the workers, but unfortunately 
their experience in that direction had 
not been of such a nature as was caleu- | 
lated to make them spend more money. 
They had endeavoured to clear insanitary | 
areas, with the result that they had been 
compelled to pay such enormous sums 
for the ground before they could build 
upon it that it would be impossible for 
the Corporation to get a penny back at | 
anything like a fair market price. In| 
one case the Corporation of Dublin had 
to pay some £40,000 for about 13 acres 
of ground, and then they had to spend 
another £40,000 upon buildings, out of 
which there would not be a penny profit. | 
Under these circumstances, it was im- 
possible to expect the Corporation of 
Dublin to erect houses suitable for the 
working classes, and unless this promised 
Committee gave power to Corporations to 
compel owners of insanitary property to 
put their houses into proper condition, 
it would be worse than useless to attempt 
to give effect to the carrying out of the 
Housing of the Working Shae Act. | 
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The Corporation of Dublin owned 
property six miles out of the City, but 
they had not the power to erect dwellings 
or spend money in the district where the 
workers could go to live more cheaply, 
and where there was already easy means 
of transit. Therefore, he would impress 
upon the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board that a question like this ought 
to meet with the generous consideration 
of any Committee appointed, and Corpora- 
tions ought t» have power to deal with 
the difficulties which he had indicated. 
He had heard with amazement, in the 
speech of the President of the Local 


| Government Board, that while it was the 


duty of the Corporation to clear away the 
insanitary areas, private individuals should 
be left to build houses. He could not 
believe that that would meet with accept- 
ance from Members on the Opposition side 
of the House. That would be to use the 
money of the municipalities for the pur- 
pose of increasing the value of the houses 
around the districts cleared. Immediately 
that was done, up would go the rents. 
He was satisfied that was not a wise way 
to deal with the question. He was glad 
to hear on all sides that the question was 
one which must be taken into considera- 
tion. As a worker himself he knew what 
it was to be deprived of a proper home 
in which to bring up a family. The 
prosperity of the country was materially 
involved in the habitations given to the 
toilers. He trusted that, in the con- 
sideration of the question, the claims of 
Ireland would not be lost sight of. The 
Irish Members would claim for their 
countrymen the same consideration as was 
given to the workers of England. 

(8.5.) Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 123 ; Noes, 
153. (Division List No. 2). 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E) ; Buxton, Sidney Charles 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | Caine, William Spreston 

| Cameron, Robert 
Allen,Charles P. (Glouc, Stroud | Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
| Causton, Richard Knight 
Barlow, John Emmot | Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 


Ambrose, Robert 





Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beil, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 


| Cogan, Denis J. 


| Cullinan, J. 


Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | 
| Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan | Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 


Burke, E. Haviland- 
Mr. Nannetti. 


| Condon, Thomas Joseph 
| Craig, Robert Hunter 
| Cremer, William Randal 


| Delany, William 

| Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
| Dillon, John 

| Donelan, Captain A. 

| Doogan, P. C. 

| Edwards, Frank 

| Ellis, John Edward 

| Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

| Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
| Farrell, James Patrick 

| Fenwick, Charles 

| Ffrench, Peter 

| Field,. William 
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Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert Jn. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Harmsworth, K. Leicester 
Haydev, John Patrick 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kinloch, sir J. George Smyth 
Layland-Barritt, Francis 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lloyd George, David 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M Govern, T. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold Forster. Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Balfour, Rt.Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, 1h Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt.Hn. Sir M. Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Col. Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boustield. William Robert 
Bowles, T.Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cec 1, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. Austen (Wor. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clave, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb. Sir J Charles Ready 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Davies, Sir Horatio D.(Chath’m | 


Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson- em Sir John P. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
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| M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 


Markham, Arthur Basil 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary,M 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Conner, James (Wicklow, W 
O’Conner, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, James (Roscommon,N 
O’Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Reddy, M 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs). 
Roche, John 


NOES, 


Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Ferguson, Rt. Hn. Sir J. (Man. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick ‘Villiam 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A.G. H. (City of Ln. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St.Albans) 
Gordon, Hn. J. KE. (Elgin & Nrn. 
Gordon, Maj. Evans- (T’r, Hits. 
Gore, Hn.G. R.C. Ormsby (Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hn, Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Errest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D. (Wed’sbury 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Hain, Edward 

Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. LordG, (Mi’x 
Hanbury, Rt Hn. Robert W. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Helder, Augustus 

Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, John (Kent, Faver’-hm 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R,) 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Laurie, Lieut-General 
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Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Vaniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt.Hn.C. R. (North’ts 
Stevenson, Francis 8S. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan. E 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R. 
T revelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
White, George (Norfolk) 

W hite, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, Fred W.(Norfolk, M. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.RB. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Dr. Macnamara and 
Captain Norton. 


Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee, Arthur H.(Hants., F’ham) 
Legye, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. 8. 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S,) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Macartney, Rt. Hon. W. G. E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont,Col.H.L. B. (Camb. 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W. J. H. (Dumfries.) 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmorton 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, David J. (Walthamst. 
Mow vbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Cov parte 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Percy, Earl 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis Robert 
Randles, John 8. 
Rankin, Sir Jaines 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, “James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 


| Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
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Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) | Tuke, Sir John Batty 


Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Russell, T. W. 


Sharp2, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


Smith, H. C. (N’mb. Tyneside) 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks. 


Main Question again proposed. 


LOCAL SELF-GOVERNMENT (WALES). 

*(8.45) Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) : I do not think that anyone 
can reasonably complain that a Welsh 
Member has put down an Amendment 
to the King’s Speech in the terms of the 
Amendment which stands in my name ; 
terms which are amply justified, as I shall 
show later on ; as regards the first part of 
the Amendment by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, and as regards the second part 
bv the Colonial Secretary’s speeches made 


over a series of years, not in his Radical | 


days, but as a Unionist statesman. 
During the last Parliament an Amend- 
ment similar in terms to the first part of 


this Amendment, which expressed regret | 


that the Speech from the Throne con- 
tained no reference to Welsh questions, 
was twice submitted to the House. In 
the course of one of the debates on those 


Amendments the Chancellor of the Ex- | 


chequer used these words: 

“T do recognise as Parliament has already 
recognised, that the circumstances of people 
who live in Wales are in some respects peculiar 
and different from those of people who live in 


the rest of England, and that they require to | 


be dealt within certain matters very differently. 
That is a principle which I accept, but you 
cannot do everything at once. We will en- 
deavour as far as we can to meet those 
necessities as far as time permits, but it is 
impossible for us to describe every proposal 
that is under our consideration on every 
matter with which we may hope to deal within 
the limits of His Majesty s Speech.” 


The words I have quoted contain an | 


admission and a promise—a full and frank 
admission of tie right of Wales to 
separate treatment, and a promise, if 
words mean anything, that the necessities 
of Wales would be attended to as far as 
time permitted. After that statement by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer it is 
unnecessary for me to discuss because 


Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney 
Sackville, Col. S. G. (Stopford | Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Seely,Capt.J.E.B. (Isle of Wi’t Stone, Sir Benjimin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley J 
Sturt, Hon. Humphrey Napier Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, W. 


Valentia, Viscount 


Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wortley, Rt.Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Edw. Murray Mr. Anstruther. 
| Welsh Sunday Closing Act—one passed 
by a Liberal, the other by a Conversative 
| Government, and by a number of 
| administrative acts with which I need 
|not weary the House. The expediency 
| of those acts of Legislation and 
, Administration has been proved again 
and again. A Royal Commission was 
appointed on hostile initiative to enquire 
into the work f the Sunday Closing Act, 
and it gave as the result of its enquiries a 
most emphatic endorsement to the policy 
of the Act. As regards the Welsh Inter- 
mediate Education Act, so well has it 
worked in the past, that the Government 
could not find a better example to copy, 
in the plan of secondary Education which 
was submitted to the House last session. 
I give these instances to show that the 
experiment of granting special legislation 
and powers of administration to Wales 
has been successful. We have a right to 
_ask why these powers, which have been 
used so wisely and so well, should not be 
/extended. As regards the first part of 
my amendment, it is now eleven years 
since the last piece of legislation was 
passed for Wales. During the last six 
years no attempt whatever has been made 
to meet the legislative wants and wishes 
of the Welsh people. Every year the 
people of Wales read the King’s Speech 
to see whether it contains anything 
‘affecting the special interests of their 
country. Every year they are disappoin- 
ted, and this year has been no exception 
to the rule. Of course it is useless to 
expect the present Government to deal 
with great contentious questions like 
Religious Equality, Temperance, and 
Land Reform, in the sense in which the 
great majority of the Welsh people would 
like to see them dealt with. The Govern- 
ment give us a blank denial on those 
| questions, and Wales responds by sending 
twenty-eight out of thirty-four members 





it is outside the pale of discussion: the | to oppose His Majesty’s Government 
right of Wales to separate legislation.! We were told that the Welsh people 


This right has been established once and 


| would become indifferent to these things, 


for all by the passage of the Welsh | but the last election pointed a very differ- 
/ent moral. 


Intermediate Education Act and the 





The results throughout the 
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country showed that the Government dis- 
solved at the most favourable time 
possible. The war, so we were all told, 
was triumphantly ended. But 
under those circumstances, not only did 
the Government not win a single seat in 
Wales, but they lost some seats, and in 
others their supporters had the utmost 
difficulty in holding their own. The 
Government has, at the present time, only 
six supporters out of thirty-four Welsh 
Members. The cause of this great dis- 
parity in representation is perfectly well 
understood in Wales. The Welsh people 
quietly but firmly hold fast by the great 
principle of civil and religious equality. 
Taking the country as a whole, fashions 
change in politics, but political fashions 
do not change in the country which we 
represent. It would be quite useless 
for me to address the right hon. Gentle- 
man on any of those great controversial 
questions ; [ know perfectly well the reply 
he would make. But there are certain 
questions which are not of that highly 
contentious character, which deserve and 
should receive the early attention of His 
Majesty’s Government. 

1 will give one or two examples. The 
Welsh Sunday Closing Act is a most 
excellent measure, and is acknowledged 
on all hands to have done a great amount 
of good in Wales. In that Act, after a 
year or two’s working, certain defects 
were discovered, and a Royal Commission 
recommended that these defects should be 
remedied. Why should not that question 
be taken up? The Government profess 
to be anxious to do something in the 
direction of temperance legislation. Why 
will they not take up a Bill of this kind, 
but a small Bill, butone in which the Welsh 
people take a very deep and_ practi- 
cal interest? The Act itself has very 
largely improved the social condition of 
the Principality on the Sunday ; all that 
we ask is that it should be extended and 
perfected. When I put this matter to 
the late Home Secretary the reply I 
received was that a Royal Commission 
‘was sitting, and that until it reported it 
would be improper for tho Government 
to take any action whatever. That Com- 
mission has now reported, and, as far as 
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even | 


I can see, there is absolutely no reason | 
why the Government should not proceed | 


with the question. Perhaps the right 
hon. Gentleman will say there is no time. 


This is one of the great evils of the con- | 


gestion.of business from which this House 
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| does undoubtedly suffer, and from which 
a small country like Wales suffers perhaps 
/more than any other part of the United 
Kingdom. An Act is passed. It is 
found to require amendment. But that 
Act must go on working defectively for 
twenty years before that amendment can 
be effected. 

Passing to another question, I will 
make a further appeal to His Majesty’s 
Government with regard to a practical 
measure in which the ratepayers of Wales 
take a very strong interest. The right hon. 
Gentleman this afternoon gave us some in- 
teresting figures as to local indebtedness. 
He did not, of course, go into the various 
causes of that indebtedness, but he 
will probably agree that one of the causes, 
at any rate, is the immense cost of 
obtaining Parliamentary powers. Take 
for instance, the coast of North Wales. 
There a number of watering places are 
springing up very rapidly ; they require 
powers for obtaining gas, water, elec- 
tricity, tramways, and all those other 
|advantages and amenities which have 
' become indispensable to every seaside re- 
sort, but in order to obtain those powers 
they have to come up here and undergo 
very large expense. I could give the 
name of one small coast town in North 
Wales, where the rates, which under 
ordinary circumstances, ought to be about 
4s. in the £, have been no less than 11s., 
and are still at a very high figure. 
Another very small watering place, with 
a population of 1,000, had to pay no 
less than £2,000 to obtain a trumpery 
little water Bill to which there was 
hardly any opposition at all. Then, need 
[say that in South Wales, in regard to 
the construction of docks, and great 
industrial undertakings requiring Parlia- 
mentary sanction, the expense, owing to 
the distance, at which the work has 
to be done and to which witnesses have 
to be taken and maintained, is enor- 
mous. Scotland has obtained a measure 
with regard to Private Bill legislation. 
None of us grudge, in the slightest 
degree, the powers that Scotland has 
obtained ; they conduce to economy, and 
economy, we have been told, is a virtue 
very dear to the heart of every Scotsman. 
But some years ago I asked the Govern- 
ment for a Return showing the number 
of Private Bills applied for from Wales 


and Scotland respectively. That Return 


i 


was not granted, as, indeed, these small 
requests of Welsh Members very seldom 
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are. But I went into the matter myself 
one year, and in that particular year 


Wales applied for no less than 23 private | 
Bills, while Scotland applied for only | 


nine. Under these circumstances, surely 


we are entitled to a measure which will | 


enable us to transact our Private Bill 
legislation at home and save these places 
—many of them small and heavily bur- 
dened with rates and a debt which hangs 
like a mill-stone around the necks of 
the ratepayers—from much unnecessary 
expense. 

Then to pass to the sphere of 
administration, we have for many years 
past asked that Wales should be treated 
with justice in the matter of the 
Museum Grants of the United King- 
dom. I venture to say that what 
occurred last year has greatly strength- 


ened our right—a right which has never ' 


yet been contested by any Government, 
Liberal or Conservative. Last year a tax 
was imposed on exported coal. That tax 
amounted to about £2,000,000, of which 


no less than £900,000 comes from the 
I hope, therefore, we shall ; 


Principality. 
hear nothing about small educational 
grants or anything of that kind. Why, 
m asking for this Museum Grant we are 
merely asking for what one might call, in 
the language of commerce, a small dis- 
count on this enormous burden of special 
taxation which has been placed upon 
Wales. 

In reviewing the history of the last 
six years, we see that the Government 
have done absolutely nothing for the 
special Welsh interests to which my 
Amendment refers. But I must correct 
myself by making one small exception. 
The Government did introduce and pass 
a measure called the Berriew Bill. That 
Bill related to one small parish in Wales, 
containing 381 County Council electors, 
and of those 381 electors 349 signed a 
petition against the Bill. Yet the Govern- 
- ment granted special facilities for that 
Bill. That is the way in which the 
Government in the past have dealt with 
the requests of the Welsh people. They 
refuse the requests of the Welsh people 
as a whole, and they give to a small 
minority in a small parish a measure such 
as the one I have described. 

The case of Welsh Members in these 
days is all the harder because gradually 
the Executive is becoming all powerful. | 
We see before our eyes the Executive 
absorbing power after power which for- 


Mr. Herbert Lewis. 
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merly belonged to private Members, 
Nowadays, the private Member has very 
little chance, indeed, of initiating legisla- 
tion, and absolutely no chance whatever 
of carrying it through without Govern- 
ment assistance. During the whole of 
the last Parliament, Welsh Members 
repeatedly made attempts to bring under 
the notice of Parliament the great ques- 
tions in which they are interested. They 
submitted to the chances of the ballot, 
but their time, when the opportunity was 
obtained, was taken from them in the 
most ruthless way. The First Lord of 
the Treasury has always done his execu- 
tion in the most charming manner, but 
when one’s head is cut off it does not in 
the least matter whether the executioner 
is the most agreeeble man in the world 
or not. I hope that after this evening’s 
debate we may have some concession, but, 
so far, not only have the Government 
refused to take up these Welsh questions, 
but they have, as far as they could, pre- 
vented Welsh Members bringing them 
forward. 

I cannot, however, in fairness, put 
all these difficulties down to the hostility 
of the Government alone; it would not be 
reasonable to do so. Parliamentary con- 
gestion has a great deal to do with the 
difficulty of obtaining time to discuss the 
affairs of a small country like Wales. 
Supposing, for instance, we had in power 
a Government with the very best will in 
the world towards Wales, its difficulties 
in that direction weuld undoubtedly be 
very great. 

Now I come to the second part of my 
amendment, which deals with the way in 
which some portion of these difficulties 
may be overcome, and [ shall invoke the 
high authority of the Colonial Secretary 
on this particular point. The right hon. 
Gentleman was speaking in Scotland, but 
his words are just as applicable to Wales, 
as it happens, and later on he specifically 
referred to Wales. Here are the words 
of the Colonial Secretary— 

“The difficulty is that owing to the tremen- 
dous pressure of Imperial business ”— 
since he uttered those words the pressure 
of Imperial business has certainly not 
lessened in any degree— 

“Scottish business gets crowded out and 
cannot be brought up for discussion or settle- 


ment at all. But Parliament—and in my 
opinion it would be a wise proceeding—might 


| 


| delegate to a local assembly, or to more than 


one, if there were such a distinction of interests 
as would justify a division of that, kind—it 





a 


might d 
assem) 
works, | 
lation ; | 
Parliam: 
enable 1 
and at 1 
develop: 
which [ 
and pros 


Then 
most iv 
opinion 
archy 0 
extreme 
has bee: 


“You 
a plan of 
institu tic 
the villa; 
terests 0 
above tl 
county b 
powers, 
area; t 
assembli 
lation ; 2 
Parliame 
authority 
attempt 
subordin 


The Co 
stages 

Goverm 
Was eS 
ment, tl 
and th 
partly 

by a 

instituti 
have fu 
next w 
Secreta 
with str 
strictly 
Parliam 
the onl 
Secretar 
of reliey 
enabling 
be done 
Dundee 
Februar 


“T hav 
it would 
Private 
countries 
countries 


Then 
* But 


that. Is 
the inter 





945 Local Self-Government 


might delegate to local national, or provincial ! 
assemblies such questions as education, public | 
works, local government and private bill legis- 
lation ; and these matters being taken out of 
Parliament would relieve the pressure, and 
enable members to do their work much better, 
and at the same time they would create and 
develop a local enterprise and a local patriotism 
which [ believe would do much for the welfare 
and prosperity of the whole country.” 


Then the right hon. Gentleman gives a 
most interesting sketch of what in his 
opinion the various grades in the hier- 
archy of Government ought to be. It is 
extremely interesting, because his prophecy 
has been fulfilled in parts but not entirely. 


“You would have,” he said ‘‘according to 
a plan of that kind, an ascending scale of local 
institutions. You would have in the first place, 
the village council dealing with the petty in- 
terests of a very limited area; you would have 
above that the great municipalities and the 
county boards with much larger authority and 
powers, and, of course, with a much extended 
area; then you would have the provincial 
assemblies with strictly defined powers of legis- 
lation ; above all, you would have an Imperial 
Parliament, with supreme and _ concurrent 
authority, which it could use if there were any 
attempt to abuse their powers by any of the 
subordinate bodi-s.” 


The Colonial Secretary described four 
stages in the ascending scale of Local 
Government—the Parish Council, which 
was established by a Liberal Govern- 
ment, the County Council Municipalities, 
and the District Council, established 
partly by a Conservative and partly | 
by a Liberal Government. These 
institutions have worked admirably, and 
have fully justified their creation. But 
next we come to what the Colonial 
Secretary calls the provincial Assemblies 
with strictly defined powers of legislation 
strictly subordinate to the Imperial 
Parliament. This was not by any means 
the only occasion on which the Colonial 
Secretary spoke in support of the policy 
of relieving the Imperial Parliament and 
enabling local and provincial work to 
be done more effectively. Speaking at 
Dundee two years later, on the 14th 
February 1889, he said—- 


“T have never doubted for a moment that 
it would be desirable that the whole of the 
Private Bill Legislation of the separate 
countries should be transacted in the separate | 
countries.” 


Then the right hon. gentleman says— 
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the House will note that the right hon. 
Gentleman specially referred to Wales, 


| “and of Ireland also in due time,—that not only 


Local Government should be conceded to them 
in the complete sense, not only that their 
Municipal and County Institutions should be 
completed and perfected, but that we might go 
beyond that, and that we might create repre- 
sentative authorities of wider scope and larger 
powers.” 

These are not the opinions of the right 
hon. Gentleman’s Radical days. They 
are his matured views as a Unionist. 
I might also quote from another 
statesman of equal authority and eminence 
to the right hon. Gentleman himself, who 
made a series of speeches on this subject 
seven years ago, speeches which I thought 
showed the prescience of a far-sighted 
statesman. The truth is, that Parliament 
must come to it sooner or later. The House 
has no more time at its disposal now than 
it had a hundred years ago, before the 
greater part of our vast Colonial and 
Eastern Empire had come into _ being. 
Since then the work of Parliament has 
greatly increased in importance and 
complexity. We are now in the closest 
touch with our most distant Colonies 
and dependencies, and the amount of 
work, domestic and foreign, which Parlia- 
ment has to supervise is enormous It is 
utterly impossible for any one assembly, 
however constituted or however perfect 
its rules of procedure may be, to do this 
work adequately. Indeed, Parliament 
has only time to deal with a small frac- 
tion of the immense and far reaching 
problems which fall within its purview, 
We are told that the Government have 
decided to alter the rules of procedure, 
but I'see no hope for Wales in this direc- 
tion, and I venture to predict that no 
alteration in rules will meet the real 
difficulty, which is to obtain a fairer and 
fuller discussion of the more important 
topics of Parliamentary business.  Re- 
strictive and coercive measures have been 
tried before and have dismally failed. 
Great things were hoped from the new 
rule in Supply, adopted about five years 
ago, by which Fridays were regularly 
allocated for discussions on the Estimates. 
What has Wales gained by the change in 
the Supply Rules? We have tried, 
year after year, to get some discussion on 
the Woods of Forests Vote, in which 


/many questions of interest to Wales, like 





‘But I lling t Sita 00 | foreshores and afforesting, are bound up. 
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that. Iam prepared to believe that it is in : : : 
the interest of Scotland, of Wales,” | obtain a short space of Parliamentary time 
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for its consideration, but in vain. That | concurrence, Parliament either cannot, or time 
is only one example of the many questions | will not give time for their consideration. for d 
relating to Wales which ought to be de- | Our right to further legislation has been befor 
bated, but for which no time can be found. | admitted by the Chancellor of the Ex- tion 
I am aware that Wales is not the only | chequer. The way in which relief can come out. 
sufferer, and that as regards the general | has been shown over and over again by the to pe 
affairs of the country far more important | Colonial Secretary, and the time has come There 
questions like, for example, the Military | when we as Welsh members may fairly sound 
and Naval Works Bills, which covered an | ask “ does the Government assent to or prese. 
-expenditure of £10,000,000 and which | does it repudiate the doctrine of the the f 
was carried through at the fag end of last | Colonial Secretary in regard to the exten- comp: 
session. Why cannot the Government sion of local self-government?” If you Hous: 
come to the conclusion that no mere | repudiate it, what is your alternative? passit 
alterations of the rules of the House will For our own part we assert that Wales Hous 
get rid of these evils. If a man is over- | has deserved better treatment than that urgen 
worked, he may get relief to some extent | which she has received during the past of coi 
by arranging his work better, but if he | six years at the hands of the Imperial Gover 
has the work of ten men given him to do, | Parliament. Wales is a loyal and a law- Time 
no amount of re-arrangement will relieve | abiding portion of the Empire. Her menti 
him. A sensible man of business will do | people have made good use of the powers whick 
as much as he can of the most important | of local government already granted them. sabves 
work, and devolve the rest upon others. | I ask you to extend their powers, feeling Anotl 
The only true remedy is for Parliament | confident that Wales will use them with lation 
to devolve much of its detail work upon | wisdom and sobriety, and in a business- to be 
smaller Assemblies, and I suggest that a | like and patriotic spirit. give t 
beginning should be made with Wales, are | 
where the Central Board of Intermediate (9.28.) Mr. EDWARDS (Radnor) : I Whet 
Education, which represents the whole of | rise to second the Amendment moved by for m 
Wales, and other administrative bodies, | my hon.friend. The mover of this Amend- + oes 
have done their work admirably. This is | ment has, I think, made out a very strong recog! 
the only policy which will give the | case, and he has pointed out matters of eon 
Imperial Parliament time to attend to| the most serious concern to the repre- my hx 
Imperial concerns, and to supervise the | sentatives of Welsh constituencies. Not Ts 
gigantic and growing expenditure of the only this but he has also pointed out the Parlia 
country. By throwing off the burden of | remedy. I know that in some portions need 
local work it will make real reform | of the House there is a strong feeling Meml 
possible in the various ways in which the | against the Amendment of my hon. friend, ment 
law needs to be readjusted te the changed | and I am well aware that the House is needs 
conditions of society. I do not know | always very careful and_ reluctant to York: 
what response the Government intend to delegate any of its powers to other bodies. when 
make to this appeal, but if the reply is in| But you must remember that unless Engli: 
the negative, I should like to be informed | something of the kind is done legislation quest 
whether it is intended that the neglect of | must stand still. I suppose that the they 
Wales, which has prevailed for the last | main duty of this House, is after all, to does 
six years, is intended to be permanent. satisfy the necessities of every part of the histor 
The reply we had from the late Home| country. If the House were adequately there 
Secretary was an absolute denial of every | to control and_ satisfy the legislative religi 
claim, and the political effect of his | requiremenis of every part of the country from 
speech, and particularly of one phrase he | there would, of course, be no need for compt 
used, was very remarkable. the Amendment just moved by my hon. differ 
Now let me summarise what my objec- | friend, but the reverse is the case. He for sy 
tions are to the existing system. In the | has referred to the fact that the Govern- of W 
first place, the measures which Wales | ment is pledged to amend the rules of can © 
desires and asks for by an overwhelming | procedure. That is a proof that the the p 
majority, are not granted. In the second | House is no longer able to give the it to 
place, the measures which the great | requisite time and attention to the matters predo 
majority of the Welsh people hate are | calling to be dealt with in the way it was meml 
forced upon them ; and in the third place, | able to do in previous times. If any involh 
in regard to proposals relating to Wales | such Amendment of the rules of procedure and a 
on which there is a general measure of | should take the form of curtailing the Wale: 
Mr. Herbert Lewis, 
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time which is at the disposal of Members 
for discussing the questions which come 
before the House, then I have no hesita- 
tion in saying that it would be thrown 
out. The object of th» House should be 
to pass sound but not hasty legislation. 
There are two obstacles to the passing of 
sound legislation through the House under 
present circumstances. One of these is 
the fact that there is great stress and 
competition from all quarters of the 
House for the introduction of Bills and 
passing them, if possible, through the 
House. There are many measures 
urgently called for which have no chance 
of coming before the House at all. The 
Government are well aware of that. 
Time after time there are measures 
mentioned in the Speech from the Throne 
which Ministers eventually find them- 
selves unable to bring before the House. 
Another obstacle to the passing of legis- 
lation is the number of speakers who are 
to be found ready and willing now to 
give their opinions on the measures which 
are brought forward for discussion. 
Whether that is an evil or a good is not 
for me to say, but the fact is one which 
it certainly behoves the Government to 
recognise. ‘Lhis obstacle could be re- 
moved by adopting the Amendment of 
my hen. friend. 

I suppose one of the main questions 
Parliament has to consider is the special 
need of Wales. I know there are hon. 
Members who say—Why should Parlia- 
ment have regard to the legislative 
needs of Wales more than to those of 
Yorkshire? They seem to think that 
when they have compared Wales to an 
English county they have settled the 
question once for ali. I do not think 
they will be surprised if we say that it 
does not satisfy us, and looking to the 
history of Wales we say that the people 
there ditfer in race, language, sentiment, 
religious views, and political aspirations 


from the great bulk of the people who | 


compose the United Kingdom. That 
difference constitutes one of the claims 
for special legislation for the Principality 
of Wales. 
can only get anything in this House if 


the people of England are willing to give | 
England has been called the | 


it to us. 
predominent partner, but we must re- 
member that the notion, of partnership 
involves mutual rights and obligations, 
and all that we want is that the rights of 
Wales and the obligations of England 
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| know, of course, that we | 
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should be equally considered. When we 
ask for power for Wales to deal with 
certain matters in the manner which she 
wishes, I think I may point out that the 
grant of this power will in no way injure 
England or any other part of the United 
Kingdom. It has been well said that 
you must not legislate in advance of 
public opinion, but I suppose that as 
regards temperance it would be impossible 
to do this. Wales is ripe for a wider 
and bigger measure of temperance reform 
than England. If that measure were 
granted to Wales how could England be 
injured. Weall deplore the curse of in- 
temperance, but surely if Wales is given the 
power to remedy it it will be a gain to 
England. In asking power for separate 
treatment we are asking something which 
will benefit Wales and in no way injure 
England. In the matter of land Wales is 
really more ready for legislation than 
people generally suppose. A Royal 
Commission was appointed to inquire 
into the subject and there were majority 
and minority Reports. The minority 
Report was signed by, I believe, three 
Conservative gentlemen. The recom- 
mendations of these Commissioners are 
such as would satisfy the majority, I 
think, of the tenant farmers of Wales. 
They dwelt with the questions of 
security of tenure and compensation for 
improvements. If Wales were only 
given power to deal with these matters 
in her own way we should have a con- 
census of opinion not only on the part of 
Liberals, but also of Conservatives in 
carrying out such a measure. I may be 
asked, Why should Wales claim special 
legislation? I should refer to the repre- 
sentation of Wales. Since 1868 Wales 
has given a solid and substantial Liberal 
majority to the House. I believe that in 
no country, with the exception of Ireland, 
has the representation proceeded so con- 
sistently on the same lines as in Wales. 
The Scottish people are credited with 
| considerable tenacity of purpose. Not so 
long ago Scotland had a Liberal majority, 
/and now I believe that country does not 
return a Liberal majority (cheers). Yes, 
you may applaud that, but you should 
bear in mind the consistency of Wales, 
which for many years has stuck to its 
' principles. I admit that the Welsh 
| Liberal majority is not pleasing to the 
Government, because we do not see eye 
to eye with the Government. Although 
it is not pleasing to the Government, it 

















251 Local Self-Government 


is a fact which the members of the 
Government must take care to recognise. 
Wales already has had separate treat- 
ment in regard to Sunday Closing 
and Intermediate Education, These 
measures, I admit, were granted by 
this Parliament, but now we have got 
into such a state of things that the 
Government themselves see it is im- 
possible to carry on the work of the 
House with the present machinery. I 
doubt whether they will carry it on 
better with amended machinery, and 
therefore it is impossible to look to any 
such reform for a satisfactory solution of 
the difficulty. If you adopt the proposal 
of devolution made in my hon. friend’s 
Amendment you will allow the people 
of Wales to manage their own affairs 
according to Liberal ideas. 

My honourable friend has referred to 
Private Bill Legislation. It is an un- 
doubted scandal that if a town in Wales 
desires the control of gas or water or any 
public undertaking it should have to bring 
witnesses and lawyers to the Committee 
rooms upstairs at great cost to the rate 
payers. I would suggest that those 
matters should be delegated to a Com- 
mittee in Wales, which would do the 
work equally well 2s a Committee upstairs. 
It may be asked how wecould get such 
a Committee in Wales. I would suggest 
through the County Councils. These 
County Councils already have the power 
to combine for certain purposes. The 
work done by the County Councils is very 
satisfactory, and is work of which Wales 
has reason to be proud. The County 
Councils have administered their affairs, on 
the whole, well and wisely. Men of every 
social and political grade find seats on the 
Councils, and they form a body of men 
whose efficiency and impartiality cannot 
be surpassed. In these County Councils 
you have an organisation ready to 
hand which can well be trusted to do 
for Wales what is at present done in 
Committee upstairs. And, after all, 
federation is not a new idea in Wales. 
We have federated for the purposes of the 
Intermediary Education Act. My honour- 
able friend has referred to the Inter- 
mediary Education Act as a model Act 
for the three Kingdoms. We have also 
federated the three Colleges of Wales, and 
formed a University by doing so. I think 
we can go a step further, and that I can 
claim for my countrymen that whenever 
they had the chance they have shown an 


Mr. Edwards. , 


{COMMONS} 


| aptitude for local self-government which 
justifies them in demanding an extension 
of the same.” 


Amendment proposed, at the end of the 
Question, to add the words,— 


“But we humbly express our regret 
that Your Majesty’s Speech contains no 
reference to questions specially affecting 


| the interests of the people of Wales, and 


that, in view of the failure of Parliament 
during the past six years to consider those 
interests, it is desirable that there should 
be conferred upon the Principality a large 
extension of powers of local self-govern- 
ment.” —(Mr. Herbert Lewis). 


Question proposed, “ That those words 


: be there added,” 


*(9.47.) Mr. WILLIAM JONES 
(Carnarvonshire, Arfon) said that ques- 
tions of purely Welsh concerns ought to be 
settlea in accordance with the wishes of 
the majority of the people of Wales. 
There was high authority on both sides 
of the House and amongst statesmen of 
all sections that if there was to be 
a general devolution of business, Wales 
should come up for special treatment. 
The Prime Minister, Lord Salisbury, 

‘If ever there was a people who were a 
separate nationality it is the Welsh.” 

We also knowthat the Prime Minister of 
the Liberal party, Lord Rosebery, in a 
speech at Cardiff said— 

“The more I see of our political system the 
more I am convinced of this that in a large 
measure of devolution, subject te Imperial 
covtrol, lies the secret of the future working 
of the Empire.” 

He also said that he was strongly 
in favour, as essential to the well being of 
the United Kingdom, of “ the systematised 
devolution of local business to the localities 
themselves.” Apart from the testimony 
of such high authorities they had also the 
testimony of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Colonial Secretary. In one of his impor- 
tant speeches the right hon.Gentleman said 

‘*Beyond and above a purely municipal 
organisation of this kind, | believe that a 
larger arrangement will be found safe and 
desirable, which, subject to the concurrent 
and supreme authority of the Imperial Parlia- 
ment, the various portions of the United 
Kingdom shall be enabled to exercise 4 
greater influence over local administration, 
and over legislation for their special needs and 
requirments. Such an arrangement, involvin 
a delegation but not a surrender of power, an 
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in which the subjects referred to local ) the delegation of the powers referred to in 
assemblies would be strictly defined, would | the Act of 1888. The chairman was a 


y i is } i | rae a é 
eesti of ak Games tan Gen tea | Unionist. Now, in Wales, they had one 








That speech was made after the right 
hon. Gentleman had become a Unionist. 
Reference must be made to the fact that 
the Unionist Government contemplated 
in 1888 doing something in this direction 
when the Local Government Bill of 
that year was introduced in this House. 
They then recognised that they ought 
to deal with the subject of District Coun- 
cils, with the liquor question, and with 


other matters; but these subjects were | 


not dealt with in the Bill because there 


was not sufficient time for their consider- | 
The limitations of time were then | 


ation. 
the sole excuse for not dealing with these 
subjects. Five years after the President 
of the Local Government Board in a 
Liberal Ministry brought in another in- 
complete Bill and the same excuse was 
made for so doing—that there was no 
time at the disposal of the House to con- 
sider a larger measure. On the 8th of 
May 1900, a debate was initiated in this 
House by his friend the Member for 
Carnarvon boroughs, and the resolution 


seconded, not by a Liberal Member, but by 
a Welsh Member who sat on the other side 
of the House, the then Member for the Car- 
marthen boroughs. The resolution asked 
for the transfer of powers under the Local 


vested in certain Government Depart- 


provision was that then 
of its use. 
Borough in Wales, which placed any 
obstacle whatever in the way of the use 
of that provision. 
Councils and non-county Boroughs were 
unanimous in their desire for the adoption 
of this measure. Moreover, they claimed 
that it was expedient that the experiment 
of such a transfer should first of all be 
made in Wales. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Sleaford, then 
President of the Local Government Board, 
offered to receive a deputation of a 
non-party character from the Welsh 
County Councils to discuss this matter. 
A joint Committee from the Welsh 
County Councils was formed to ask for 


| education, 
ments should be put into operation. | 
The only excuse for not adopting that | 
non-county | 
Boroughs had placed obstacles in the way | 
Now there was no non-county | 


| of a central Welsh Board. 


The Welsh County | 


authority dealing with a special question 
which afforded a lesson in self-government, 
and that was the way in which Secondary 
Educationafterthe passing of Intermediary 
Education Act for Wales was governed. It 
must be remembered that this question 
was not legislated upon by a Liberal 
Government, but by a Unionist Govern- 
ment. When the Committee of Enquiry 
reported upon this question, what did 
they say ? Their reasons for the separate 
treatmentof Wales were first, the distinctive 
characteristics of Wales bearing upon its 
claim for special treatment in the matter 
of secondary and higher education. And 
secondly, the report laid stress on the 
“sentiment of nationality which in the 
construction of any system of education 
for the people cannot be ignored and ought 
not to be discouraged. This principle was 
recognised with regard to the bilingual 
difficulty which would give a special char- 
acter to the question of the educational 
method in Wales, and on the existence of 
a religious question which had a marked 


| bearing on the educational position of the 
which that hon. Member submitted was | 


country.” As the Leader of the House 
had said, in dealing with another aspect 
of the religious question, the atmosphere, 
the local colour and tone of the locality 
had to be taken into account. Every 


: _educationalist in the land bore testimony 
Government Act of 1888, section 10, to | 


County Councils. The provision in section | 
10 of that Act was that the powers now | 


that the county governing body appointed 
under the Intermediate Education (Wales) 
Act of 1889, charged with secondary 
was not only a model for 
England, but for Scotland. In fact, it was 
unique in Europe. What was it which 
made the system a success? The County 
organisations completed and given a 
unifying principle by the establishment 
The primary 
| object was the constitution of a Welsh 
body—and this was a very important 
| point—of a Welsh body which would be 
|capable of undertaking the examination 
_and inspection required by the Treasury, 
/and which would avert the risk, incidental 
|to the acceptance of State aid, that 
'a rigid educational code would be 
imposed upon the new schools by an 
authority unfamiliar with the peculiar 
local circumstances of the people. 
When in June 1890, a deputation waited 
upon Mr. Goschen, now Lord Goschen, 
then Chancellor of the Exchequer, to urge 
the adoption of some representative Welsh 
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body as the agent of the Treasury for 
these purposes, that right hon. Gentleman, 


{COMMONS} 








( Wales.) 25; 


United Kingdom outside the stronger 
al ° ‘Tt’ 5 
brother England himself. They were 


in a sympathetic reply, pointed out that the | bringing up a larger number of men from 


proposal seemed to imply a large surrender 
of responsibility by the Treasury to a 
body naturally interested in the success of 
schools ; but he promised that the regula- 
tions which the Treasury were required 
by the Act to make for the purpose of 
testing the efficiency of the schools should 
be framed in concert with the Local 
Authorities. The difficulty indicated by 
Mr. Goschen was met by the interposition 
of the Charity Commissioners between 
the Treasury and the Welsh Board, 
We gladly bear in mind the work the 
Charity Commissioners have done for 
our Secondary Education System, but 
they did it in concert and in full 
sympathy with the local body of opinion. 
The constitution is a thoroughly popular 
and representative one, and we all know 
what a success it has been. We would 
merely say that such has been the 
democratic character of the education 
administered that more than 70 per 
cent. of the scholars in the secondary | 
and county schools are drawn from the 
primary schools, It isa system thoroughly 
sympathetic with the tone, colour and 
aspirations of the Welsh people. — But, in 
addition to that, we have questions all our 
own other than Education. The liquor 
trafiic, the land and church questions. 
Although we believe in the general 
principle of disestablishment, we would 
not appeal for its application to England 
unless the majority of the English repre- 
sentatives had a mandate in favour of it. 
Wales has asked for it, and that being so 
we hold that Welsh disestablishment is 
purely a question for the Welsh people. 
We now urge upon the Government that 
the principle of Local Government which 
exists should be extended in order to 
deal with the several subjects interesting 
to the people of Wales and material to its 
welfare, with the promptitude which we 
all desire. 


(10.5.) Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM 
(Glamorganshire, Rhonda Valley) said it | 
would be readily admitted that owing to | 
the vigour of the Welsh Committee’s spirit 
during the last twenty years it was | 
necessary that they should be granted a 
larger measure of local self government. | 
The proportion of local Bills which had | 
been passed for Wales had been greater 
than that of any other portion of the 
Mr. William Jones, 


the country—work had to be done up. 
here, and which had to be brought up, 
the expense of which had to be borne by 
the population of Wales ; an expense far 
larger than that incurred by any other 
part of the United Kingdom; and he 
asked Welshmen on the Unionist side of the 
House to support the resolution because of 
the dire necessities of the case It might he 
said that Wales wanted Home Rule and 
Separation. Wales would not accept 
separation if it were offered her, but the 
dire necessity of this reform could be 
proved. He asked for this small 
concession because of the great expense 
Wales was put to for business which had 
at present to be transacted at West- 
minister, when it was well known that 
when that business came before the 
House very little time could be spared to 
give it any attention at all. It was well 
known that if Welsh questions were to be 
in the future well and truly considered 
something would have to be done. Nobody 
would be right in suggesting ‘that the 
Government could long continue to deal 
with Welsh questions in ihe present 
manner ; they would be compelled to give 
consideration to local -matters. Such 
consideration as was demanded could 
not be given in fifteen minutes ; it 
sometimes took 6 or 7 hours to 
consider matters which it was well- 
known that half the number of people 
would consider more thoroughly in one- 
third of the time. He hoped the Amend- 
ment would be accepted, as it was urgently 
necessary that some Authority should 
be created between Parliament and the 


County Councils to consider these 
questions. 
(10.10.) Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS 


(Denbighshire, W.) said he did not 
think the House realised the case which 
had been raised, and therefore he desired 
to emphasize one or two points. It had 
become clear during the progress of the 
debate that this matter had not been 
approached in a party spirit ; it was not 
a party question in the partizan sense 
of the word, as hon. Members would 
see when they came to examine the state- 
ments of statesmen on both sides of the 
House, an almost complete unanimity 
with regard to the question. In the 
second place, he thought there was a 
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singular appropriateness 
forward the question at this time. It | 
was perfectly obvious that the issue of 


the Government struggle in South Africa | 


would mean in the long run a great 
addition to the Imperial responsibility of 
Parliament, and it was desirable in the 
highest sense that we should show our 
readiness even now to consider seriously 
and impartially any question which affected 
directly the improvement of the machin- 
ery of Parliament, and which made for a 


more effective Government of the Imperial | 


inerests of the country. Two or three 
Welsh questions had been mentioned in the 
course of the debate, and there was one in 
which the Welsh people took particular 
interest which would show the House the 
reasonableness of the claim they now 
made for the further extention of the 
power of managing their own affairs. 
There was the question of Temperance 
Reform. Parliament had already granted 
Wales one measure of Sunday Closing, 
but for many years the defects in the 
Act had rendered it in many parts of the 
country liable to abuse and evasion. A 
very short period would suffice to carry out 
very practically the two or three main re- 
commendations of the Royal Commission 
of 1889 on the subject, and if two or three 
hours of serious consideration could be 
given by the House to the passing of an 
amending Bill, a step would be taken 
which would be of great moral force to 
the Principality. The people had desired 
it for years—there was no doubt about 
that point in Wales. Yet, owing to the 
congestion of business in the House, it 
was impossible for them under present 
conditions of Parliamentary life to hope 
to get that small but useful reform. 
Another point he wanted to emphasize 
was that, however urgent the necessity 
for the extension of Local Government 
might be in other parts of the country, 
the urgency in the case of the Principality 
of Wales was, if anything, greater for 
historic and other reasons. It had not 
been sufficiently emphasized that, owing 
to the characteristics of race, thought, 
language, and other things the Welsh 
were essentially different to their English 


and Scotch friends in certain matters. | 


They felt differently on certain public 
questions of the day, and what would suit 
Wales would not suit other portions of 
the United Kingdom, and 
matters which did not in any way interfere 
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in those | 


with the supreme authority of Parliament | 
l 





( Wales.) 258: 


in bringing , Wales might reasonably be granted the 


extension which she asked. 

But the question was not only impor- 
tant from a Welsh standpoint, but also 
from the standpoint of Parliament and 
the country generally. It had more than 
once been said that Parliament had 
suffered in the eyes of the public; there 
was nothing of which the Welsh people 
were provder than the Imperial Parlia- 
ment, and he heartily endorsed the state- 
ment of the hon. Member of Rhonda 
Valley that the Welsh people would have 
nothing to do with separation ; they had 
done something towards building up the 
sritish Empire, and were not now by 
their policy going to show that they were 
changing their views in that essential 
matter. They did, however, claim that 
they had a right to say in what way the 
real dignity ‘and honour of Parliament 
could be sustained, and they said they 
ought to have the rights they claimed 
because they believed if they did have 
them, the bonds hetween the Parlia- 
ment and the Principality would be 
strengthened and not weakened. In con- 
clusion, he thought they were putting 
before the Government a reasonable 
request, and although it might not be 
possible for Parliament at this moment 
to give them all they desired, he believed 
the day was rapidly approaching when 
the Resolution before the House would be 
the law of the land. 


* (10.22.) Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN 
(Montgomery) said he desired to add 
a few words to what had already been 
said on this question in the course of the 
debate. He regretted that they had not 
had any expression of opinion from those 
hon. friends who represented Welsh 
constituencies on the Unionist side of the 
House. The deplorable position of 
Wales in this matter was, that while they 
had a large number of measures brought 
at different times to the House, whatever 
the result of their action might be, they 
went away with the impression that all 
their talking had had no practical result 
on legislation. Nothing was more detri- 
mental to the dignity of Parliament than 
for Constituencies to imagine that what- 
ever their grievances may be they are 
received by stolid and unreasoning refusal 
in the House. There had been indeed, 
however, one exception tothat rule, namely 
Intermediate Education. The success of 
that measure ought to encourage the - 
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other side of the House to _ believe 


that if the larger powers, which were | 
they | 


now asked for, were granted, 
would not be misused. He had been 
connected with the system of Intermediate 
Education from its initiation. It wasorigin- 
ally passed largely through the pressure of 


hon. Member sitting near him, with the | 


assistance of the right hon. Member for 
Dartford, and passed the House of Lords 
without opposition. It was brought into 
operation in Wales by a series of con- 
ferences, the members of which were 
distinguished Welshmen, and one of the re- 
markable features of that system was that 
although many distinguished churchmen 
were members of the Central body, there 
had never but once been a difference or dis- 
pute from the beginning so far as religion 
or politics were concerned. The house 
was now asked to give a similar extension 
of powers with regard to other local 
public matters He had for some years 
been Chairman of one of the County 
Councils of Wales, and he had also had as 
a member of the County Councils Asso- 
ciation seen much of the working of 
English County Councils, and he noticed 
that Welsh and English Councils alike 
did their work without any political 
yuestions arising. They disregarded both 
religiousand political questions, and asthey 
did their work so admirably there 
was no reason why they should not be 
trusted with other work of a similar kind. 
Looking over some old papers a short 
time previously, he had been struck by the 
simple method by which such work had 
been done in Wales in olden times. He had 
found a curious agreement purporting to 
be entered into by “three of the chiefest” 
men in three different townships by 
which they agreed to a considerable diver- 
sion of a road in a neighbourhood with 
which he was well acquainted. It was 
only some hundred and fifty years since, 
and that diversion was carried out with- 
out any other authority by the three 
townships concerned without any inter- 
ference from anybody whatever. Again, 
one of the Boroughs in the County in 
which he lived desired to have their own 
gas and water supply, and he was certain 
they could have provided from their own 
County Council a tribunal which could 
have transferred these undertakings to the 
municipality at one-third of the cost which 
they had been compelled to pay for legal 
and Parliamentary expenses. If that 
was so, why should they not be allowed to 


Mr. Humphreys-Owen. 
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do it? At all events, it was only right to 


give them a chance of settling similar 
matters at their own door without the 
expense of having witnesses and counsel 
and surveyors and men of that kind 
brought up to London. Another reason 
why it should be done was that 
the more the citizens were trusted 
the better citizens they were likely 
to become. It was well known that 
the Local Governments of our great 
towns were the most valuable nurseries 
for men of business and for statesmen, and 
all that Wales desired was that that 
principle should be extended, and an 
opportunity given to a larger number of 
our fellow subjects to take part in public 
work, and learn the lessons taught from 
sodoing. There were many hon. Members 
of the House who thought that this was 
the way to foster disloyalty. The way to 
foster loyalty was to allow the people to 
have their own way. Scotland was loyal 
because she had her own laws, because 
she had her own Church, because she had 
her nationality recognised, because, in 
short, she had her own way in everything, 
and rightly so. The result was they were 
loyal and always anxious to assist the 
Crown. If it was desired to have a loyal 
and contented Wales, then give them 
their own way. Wales was not sepa- 
ratist or disloyal. There was nothing of 
which Wales was more proud than of the 
fact that the Chancellor of the University 
was the Prince of Wales, and its Pro- 
tector the King, and he desired the 
House to recognise that, loyal though the 
Welsh were, and ready to work for the 
glory of the Empire and the country, 
they believed that if the further conces- 
sions which they now asked for were 
granted it would increase and not de- 
crease the loyalty which united Wales to 
the Empire. 


(10.30.) GENERAL LAURIE (Pem- 
broke and Haverfordwest): It has been 
said that this Amendment is not couched 
in any party spirit. But surely an 
Amendment to the Address may generally 
be considered to be distinctly couched in 
a party spirit, because it is intended, if 
possible, to defeat the Government. With 
regard to the question before the House, 
however, my position is this: I am quite 
willing to see Local Government extended 
throughout the country, but I am not 
prepared to select one portion of the 
Kingdom for the experiment. We 
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are told that this will be a benefit to 
Wales. Hon. members opposite had said 
that especially in matters affecting the 
Church, Education and Temperance, Wales 


Local Self-Government 


would be benefited if this proposal were | 


adopted. But how is it to be carried out ? 
What exactly is the proposal? In what 
shape is this extended self-government to 
be given? Until we have definite informa- 
tion on these points, I, for one, feel it my 
duty to vote against the Amendment. 


*Mr. ALFRED THOMAS (Glamor- 
ganshire, E.): I wish to add a few 
words to what has been said so well by 
my hon. friends. We are asking for 
something for which there are plenty of 
precedents. In Canada there are no less 
than six or seven subordinate legislatures. 
If we look at our kinsmen across the sea, 
we find that in the United States, there 
are no less than45 local legislatures. 


CotoneL LAURIE: They are not 
subordinate legislatures. 


*Mr. ALFRED THOMAS: I 

stand that they are. Then, in Australia 
there are six subordinate legislatures. 
Therefore, our children have provided 
us with examples that it 
well for us to copy. Private business 
is increasing in this House year by year, 
and it is sure to do so, inasmuch as social 


conditions are altering year by year. | LON é 
'make a precedent it will be with some 


How can we give any proper attention 
whatever to Imperial affairs, when our 
time is so much taken up with these local 
concerns? We say that this is the Im- 
perial Parliament of the British Empire, | 
but what time have we to give to any | 
part of the Empire, when we cannot | 
manage our own little affairs at home ? | 
This matter is getting more serious every | 
year. As to the session before us, probably 
most of the time will be taken up by 
questions of Procedure ; what time, 
therefore, are we likely to have for the 


consideration of matters concerning 
Wales? There is our great Indian 
Empire. What time do we give to the 


consideration of Indian affairs? We give 
one day in the year. We have at the 
head of the Local Government Board a 
gentleman who has certainly treated 


some of us who have ventured to question 
him on matters of Loeal Government in 
a manner very different from that of 
some of his predecessors, and I hope the 
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| Government will give some more satis- 
factory reply to our demand than we 
have had in the past. 


(10.36.) Mr. WALTER LONG: The 


|motion as it stands upon the 
Paper is a suggestion as to the 
extension of Local Government in 
Wales, but it has certainly found 


considerable extension in the speeches 
which have been addressed to the House 
in its support. So far as the matter of 
| the speeches is concerned, there has heen 
| little of a partizan character, but I 
entirely concur in the remark of my 
i hon. and gallant friend behind me, 
| that while the speeches may be non- 
| partizan, it is idle to suggest that the 
| motion is not of a party character, seeing 
| that it is advanced, as we must assume 
|it is, with the desire that it should be 
| carried, and, if carried, would result in 
| the displacement of the Government. 
|The only alternative to that proposition 
| is that it is proposed without the inten- 
| tion of being carried, if possible. 





AN Hon. MEMBER: Accept it. 
Mr. WALTER LONG : I do not think 


the hon. Member can quote a single 
instance in which a Government has ever 
accepted an Amendment to the Address. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
3oroughs) : Then make a precedent. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No; if we 


under- | 


better object. Hon. Members have advo- 


/cated a great many changes in the law, 


but they have not yet shown that Wales 
suffers any particular grievance as com- 
pared with the rest of the country. The 
speeches have ranged over a very wide 
area. There have been references to 
the rules of procedure, temperance 
legislation, Private Bill legislation, edu- 


'eation, and the extension of the powers 
| 


under the Act of 1888. With the 
last-named I will deal presently. We, 
on this side of the House, have certainly 
no reason to be dissatisfied with one 
feature of the debate. Hon. Gentlemen 
who have spoken with so much fervour 
on behalf of Wales have all united in 
praising two Acts of Parliament, the 
passing of which, they declare, have 
produced the best results. Those Acts 
are the Local Government Act, 1888, 
and the Welsh Intermediate Education 
Act, 1889. One hon. Member, in 


K 
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pathetic accents, told us that Wales 
had always remained true to her old 
political faith. It must, indeed, be a 
sad thing for hon. Members, when they 
reflect on their faithfulness, to realise 
that the legislation to which they attach 
so much importance, they owe, not to the 
party to which they have been so faith- 
ful, but to the party to which they are 
opposed. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : 
The Liberal Party educated you up to it. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: That is a 
suggestion of a perfectly friendly 
character, but it exists, I think, only 
in the imagination of the hon. Member. 
If the Liberal Party educated us up 
to the point of introducing and carrying 
legislation for Wales, all I can say is, 
it is a pity they did not carry it them- 
selves when they were in office, instead 
of leaving it for us to do. 


Inter- 
private 


Mr. DAVID THOMAS: The 
mediate Education Act was a 
Member’s Bill, adopted by the Govern- 
ment. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I remember 
that very well, as I had something to 
do with the negetiations connected with 
the Bill. But there are hon. Members 
in the House now, representing Welsh 
constituencies, who have publicly, as well 
as privately, expressed their gratitude to 
the Government for the assistance they 
gave in passing that Bill. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: The right 
hon. Gentleman stated that the only 
Acts to which we had referred as con- 
ferring benefit on Wales were the Local 
Government Act of 1888, and the Welsh 
Intermediate Education Act. I referred 
specifically, as did also other hon. 
Gentlemen, to the Welsh Sunday Closing 
Act, and that was carried under a 
Liberal Government. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I at once 
accept the hon. Member’s statement, and 
I must correct myself by saying that 
two out of the three Acts which have 
been quoted as conferring benefits upon 
Wales, were, at all events, carried by 
the aid of Conservative Governments. 


Mr. Walter Long. 
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Now what are the suggestions that are 


made? Certain kinds of legislation have 
been referred to. We are told that 
Wales requires temperance legislation, 
It is said that small amendments are 
required in the Sunday Closing Act. 
The mover of the Amendment com- 
plained that there was no reference to 
Wales in His Majesty’s Gracious Speech, 
Does Wales take no interest in the Bill, 
announced in the Speech, for “amending 
the law relating to the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors, and for the registration 
of clubs”? Why should we be asked 
to accept the view that a measure of 
that kind will not benefit Wales as much 
as the rest of the United Kingdom? 
Then there is a very important measure 
mentioned “for improving the law of 
valuation.” Why are we to be asked 
to believe that an alteration in the law 
of valuation and assessments, lying as 
it does at the very root of the question 
of local taxation, and admitted by all 
acquainted with questionsof Local Govern- 
ment, to be a matter of very great 
importance, would confer no benefit upon 
Wales? Except in regard to the Bill 
relating to London alone. and, in a 
modified degree, the Bill or Bills relating 
to education, I do not know on what 
grounds the Welsh Members are entitled 
to say that they will not participate in 
the benefits to be derived from the legis- 
lation announced in the King’s Speech. 
We are toid that it is very hard thata 
Welsh municipality, desiring to obtain 
Parliamentary powers for local purposes, 
should be obliged to come to this House. 
With regard to Private Bill Legislation, 
the question has been thoroughly 


‘discussed, and many years ago when I 


first came into the House it was con- 
sidered a vexed question. The late 
Government dealt with this question in 
regard to Scotland, and I think they 
dealt with it in a very successful way. I 
sincerely hope that there will be a 
devolution of a similar kind which will 
save the time -of the House. Hon. 
members declared that it is very hard 
that a Welsh municipality should be 
obliged to come to Westminster to carry 
out a local improvement, and agreed that 
the Scottish Private Bill Procedure Act 
may be regarded as a_ precedent for 
devolution of a similar kind through the 
country generally, but there is no 
argument to justify this particular 


change in the case of Wales especially 
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without extending it also to the North | present Secretary of State, who passed 
of England. The system has worked | the Bill, most fully desired and intended 
well in Scotland and I hope this may be | that devolution to a very considerable 
regarded as a precedent for other parts of | extent should take place from the 
the country. But why is there to be a| Government Department to the County 
devolution of Private Bill business | Councils, and if there is any doubt as to 
only in regard to Wales? Why should | this, proof is to be found in the fact that 
the people from the extreme north of | in 1889, the year following the passing of 
England have to come here, and Parlia- | the Act of 1888, a Provisional Order for 
ment be asked to deal solely with Welsh | this purpose was prepared in the Depart- 
Private Bill business ? There is no argu- | ment, and it proposed to deyolye upon 
ment I know of to justify these particular | the County Councils various powers then 
and now held by the Local Government 


matters being dealt with specially for 
Wales and not for England and Wales. Board, the Board of Trade, and other 
Then I come to the suggestion made Departments. That Provisional Order 


that there should be what is called the | was included in a Bill which went to a 





as corollary to the Acts of 1888. That in| Committee, but the Committee found that 
“al theory is excellent, but I do not think the opposition was too great for the Bill to 
a " 


my hon. friend the Member for East | have any reasonable chance of passing into 





oTn- 
reat Glamorganshire did justice to my right law. We are told to-night that the Opposi- 
BHI hon. friend who proceeded me in my | tion no longer exists, because it sprung at 
+ office when he suggested that it was | the time from the non-county boroughs, 
ing likely that he and his friends might | and that in Wales the non-county boroughs 
hat receive more generous treatment from me | do not entertain these views, and conse- 
a than from my predecessor. It has been quently there would be no opposition. 
gis forgotten that my right hon. friend not | What are the powers which it is sought 
sch. only made an extremely sympathetic to devolve? It is extremely difficult in 
ae speech on this subject, but he also practise to find powers outside those which 
808. intimated his willingness to receive a have already been suggested, and it must 
_ deputation from Wales. He intimated in | be understood by hon. Gentlemen that in 
re the course of the debate that he would be | dealing with this subject [ am not mixing 
hig willing to receive a deputation from it up with legislation for education or 
“ONn- the County Councils of Wales, but no | temperance. This is a proposal from a 
ay application was made to my right hon. Government Department forthe devolution 
“bs friend for the purpose, and no deputation | of powers which they can hand over to the 


I was received. Nevertheless, mv right County Councils. The difficulty is that 


a hon. friend showed his sympathy, and with many of these powers it is even harder 
es offered to receive a Welsh deputation in to transfer them to County Councils than 
ard order that they might go into further | it was before the days of County Councils. 

be detail. I had something to do with the Take, for instance, the case of sanctioning 
ne passing of the Act in 1888, for I was local loans. This is one matter for which 
Act under Secretary to the Local Government | in a minor degree there is great necessity 
for Board at that time, and I know the | for, and I am quite prepared to consider 
po history of the passing of the Act of Parlia- | whether some powers of the kind cannot 

ar ment. I certainly believed at the time, | be conferred upon County Councils. I 
ally and I am sure my right hon. friend, the | have no powers to transfer any powers 


K 2 








267 


from a Central Department to a Local | 
Authority individually, as the law stands | 
at present. We could issue a Provisional | 
Order transferring powers from the De- | 


Local Self-Government 


partment to County Councils generally, 
but if we desire to devolve them severally, | 
we should require additional legislation. | 
I have heard nothing advanced to show 
that if devolution is practical in one case, | 
it would not be practical and possible in 
another case. It may be that these powers 


are already enjoyed by one of the great | 


bodies in London, and I am not going to 
suggest that this particular work might | 
not be transferred to the County Councils. 
The Local Government Board will always 
have the duty cast upon it of protecting 
future ratepayers against suggestions 
which may not be entirely in their interests. 


That is not always an agreeable task, 


but I am perfectly willing to consider | 


whether there may not be devolution 
One of the duties laid 
upon County Councils is to issue Orders 


in that respect. 


dealing with boundaries of parishes. It 
is quite obvious that the approval of 
those Orders cannot be devolved 
the County 
Government Board, because it would be 
County 
then 


upon 
Councils by the Local 
ridiculous to call upon the 


Councils to make an Order and 
ask them to sanction it, and it is clear 
that the approval must obviously be 
given by some other body. I am very 
much of opinion that the time has come 
when a great deal more power and 
greater independence might be given to 
the great Local Authorities. In this 
matter I speak for my colleagues in the 
Department who are so often abused 
and unjustly accused of a desire to 
interfere with the independence of Local 


Authorities, for I know that they would 


be very glad to be relieved of their | 


this 


responsibilities 
Those who have watched the growth | 
Mr. Walter Long. 


upon question. | 
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of these local bodies feel the develop- 
ment of Municipal Government in this 
| country has been very rapid and very 
|complete, and it is quite conceivable 
that there are many respects in which 
| the control of the Department—which is 
very often but a nominal control— 
might be surrendered with advantage 
and greater independence given to Local 


But if this is done it must 


| 
| Authorities. 
|be done in all cases and not in one 
alone, and I for one would not assent 
| to any proposal which made a distinction 
in the case of the Principality of Wales, 
and which was not also extended to the 
| rest of the country. 

| There is another of these proposals 
in which it is suggested that there 
| should be some supervision of Poor Law 
| Authorities within the county areas. 
| That I confess I do not think is at all 
| practical, because so far as you can 
make it it is desirable that the adminis- 
tration of poor law should be uniform, 
and the which it is 
administered should not be different in the 
North from those obtaining in the South, 
If you hand over the supervision of 


principles on 


poor law administration it means a 
great deal more than the taking care of 
paupers and providing for them. If 
you were to transfer this supervision 
from the Central Department to the 
County Councils you must get a variety 
of administration and a variety of system 
which I do not think in this particular 
case would be to the advantage of the 
community. 

I have only taken up two or three of 
these cases, but what I wish to point out 
is that in reference to the devolution of 
central duties the difficulties are not diffi- 
culties which arise from want of sympathy 
on the part of the Government ; they are 
not difficulties which arise from red tape, 
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or from a desire to hold Local Authorities 
unduly and unfairly in check. There 
are some real difficulties in administra- 
tion which do not appear until the matter 
is considered from a practical point of 
view. I may say that I am quite willing 
to consider any further suggestions that 
any hon. Member may communicate to 
me upon this subject, and I shall be 
pleased to renew the promise which my 
right hon. friend made to receive a 
deputation upon this subject. I desire, 
however, to make it perfectly plain that 


I could not entertain any proposals which, | 


if adopted, would lead to a differentiation 
between Wales and England, when the 


position of both countries in this matter | 
I have heard | 


is exactly the same. 
nothing said in this debate which would 
justify me in doing this. 


which have been referred to, they are 


matters to which we could not ever con- | 
sent to deal with separately from various | 


parts of the country. We say these are 


matters for settlement on the floor of | 


this House, and we could not allow them 
to pass into the hands of any separate 
party in the United Kingdom, but in 
regard to those matters which are under 
the control of Government Departments, 
we stand on a totally different platform. 
I can only say, as my right hon. friend 
said before me, that I shall consider any 
practical suggestions that may be made 


to me. 


* (11.0) Mr. DAVID THOMAS said | 


‘of Private Bill legislation for Wales was 


the right hon. Gentleman had conveyed 
an entirely wrong impression to the 
House when he stated that the two 
Bills he mentioned had been passed by 
the Conservative Government. He did 
not think he was going too far in saying 
that the right hon. Gentleman was trying 
to make political capital for his own 
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the land question and other subjects, The Government could claim no credit 
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| party out of the statement. 
| to the Intermediate Education Act, what 
| happened when that was before the 


| p 
| House was this. 


| mittee, presided over by the late Lord Aber- 
| dare, reported in favour of some measure of 
| intermediate education for Wales. The 
Welsh Members pressed the Conservative 
Government time after time to bring 
forward a measure, but the late Mr. 
W. H. Smith, who was the Leader of 
the House, did not assent. The hon. 
Member said the Conservative Govern- 


In regard 


A Departmental Com- 


ment would not have thought of dealing 
with the question, had it not been for 
‘the fact that Mr. Stuart Rendel secured 
a place in the ballot, and introduced an 


Intermediate Education Measure for 


Wales, which the Government took up 


to get themselves out of a difficulty. 


whatever for the passing of that measure. 
With regard to Private Bill procedure, 
a Scotch Measure was passed in 1899, 
That was supposed to be an experimental 
measure, and the system was to be ex- 
tended. 
year dealing with Wales, on the lines of 


He introduced a measure last 


the Scotch measure, but not securing a 
favourable position in the ballot he got 
no help from the Government. He asked 
the Government to state frankly whether 
they were prepared to deal with Wales 
as a separate entity or not. The Welsh 
Members would like to know that, and 
then they would know the position in 
which they stood in regard to hon. 
Members on the other side. The cost 


vastly greater, in proportion to the popu- 


} 

lation and wealth of the country, than 
| a“ ; 

| was the case in England or Scotland. 


(11.5). Mr. .LOYD-GEORGE said 


'that, in regard to the delegation of 


powers now vested in Government 
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Departments, the right hon. Gentleman 
President of the Local 
had treated Wales 


the former 
Government Board 
uncommonly well, and he was glad that 
the present holder of the office was 
prepared to follow on the same lines. He 
thought the clause in the J.ocal Govern. 
ment Act of 1888, which enabled’ County 
Councils to unite in dealing with matters 
that could not very well be dealt with by 
a single County Council, might very well 
be extended. He wished to point out to 
the right hon. Gentleman the direction in 
which it could be done. He was glad to 
hear that some jurisdiction might be con. 
ferred on County Councils to deal with 
the matter. This was a difficult and 
expensive business to deal with at present. 
He was making no complaint against the 
If a little local 


district or parish council applied for sane- 


Local Government Board. 


tion, an inspector might be sent down after 
several weeks ; he reported, and it took 
several weeks more to get an official of 
sufficient standing to consider the report, 
The only way to deal with these matters 
was to refer them to the County Councils 
themselves. In regard to boundaries, it 
was said that a County Council could not 
sit to hear an appeal against its own de- 
cisions, but there was nothing to prevent 
a group of County Councils from sitting 
in judgment on the action of any in- 
dividual Council on a question of bound- 
aries. That was infinitely better than 
getting a man down from London to settle 
small 


the matter for them. It was a 


matter. It only affected counties them- 
selves. There was no danger of disin- 


tegration of the Empire from a group of 
County Councils considering a question of 
boundaries or local loans. The right hon. 
Gentleman might expect that his promise 
to receive a deputation would be availed of 


very soon. He understood that the right | 


hon. gentleman did not challenge the 
Mr, Lloyd-George. 
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| principle of differentiation in the legislative 
| treatment of Wales. It would, he thought, 
be admitted that there might be matters 
upon which the House could legislate 
specially for Wales which would not be 
applicable to the rest of the kingdom. 
He singled out the questions of education 
and temperance, wherein Parliament had 
accepted the principle that Wales was 
not in the same position as the rest of 
the country. The principle of differenti- 
ation being admitted, ought the special 
legislation of Wales to be passed by the 
Parliament or by a_ local 
Wales they had had 


repeated Royal Commissions which had 


Imperial 
Assembly? In 


come to the conclusion that the state of 
public opinion in regard to temperance 
was more advanced than in other parts of 
the United Kingdom, and that the people 
were prepared for legislation on the sub- 
ject. The only question was, should 
this be put into operation by Acts carried 
by the Imperial Parliament, or would 
it not be better to delegate purely 
Welsh questions affecting Wales alone to 
a local Assembly. The Amendment was 
in favour of a local Assembly, and that 
had, in principle, been assented to by 
the Colonial Secretary. The Colonial 
Secretary was right from a purely busi- 
ness point of view. The Imperial Parlia- 
ment had not time to attend to a hun- 
dredth part of the business waiting its 
attention. There was more demand for 
legislation now than there used to be 
twenty or thirty years ago. At that 
period they would not have dreamt of 
legislating for a tenth of the questions now 
debated in the Imperial Parliament. He 
had been looking at the record of Lord 
Palmerston’s administration. That Prime 
Minister had just three or four stock 
'measures which he introduced into the 
Queen’s Speech. One was the reform of 
'the law of bankruptcy, another was the 
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reform of the law relating to the transfer 
of land, and a third was the reform of 
the law of the representation of the 
people, and the codification of all laws. 
Now, the reform of the law of land transfer 
was carried only twoorthree years ago; the 
law of bankruptcy was not dealt with by 
Lord Palmerston, nor was the codification 
of all laws. These were merely stock 
measures brought into the Queen’s Speech 
as padding. 

What was the state of things now ? 
They had got, as Lord Rosebery had 


said, the most jejune King’s Speech 
ever issued by any Ministry, but it was 
full of measures which were controversial 
and would take a great deal of time to 
discuss.. But they were all Bills dealing 
with special questions and referring to 
particular 
The first 


was a proposal for the co-ordination of 


particular nationalities and 


yarts of the United Kingdom. 
o 


primary and secondary education in Eng- 
land, in which Scotland and Ireland had 
no interest. [An Hon. Member, “ Why 


not ?”| He assumed that they were the 
If the 


right hon. Gentleman said that the Bill 


same Bills introduced last year. 


applied to Scotland, he would modify his 
argument. But even if it did apply to 
Scotland, the part affecting that country 
would difler from that affecting England, 
and the part affecting Wales would diifer 
from that affecting England, because the 
whole basis of education was different 
When the Scotch 


in these countries. 


part of the Bill came on, judging 
by former experience, the! majority of 
leave it to be dis- 
Scotch 


understood their own interests. 


Members would 
Members who 


When 


they came to Welsh education, how many 


cussed by the 


English Members were there who had 


taken any trouble to study their 


secondary education in Wales and the 


way it was carried on? He remembered 
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last year, when everyone admitted that 
the Welsh system was a good one, but a 
Member of the Government got up and 
would interfere with it, and when the 
time to vote came on Members who had 
never heard the debate trooped into the 
House from the lobbies and the smoking. 
room to vote against the Amendment, 
which had been supported by all the 
Welsh 


whole system. 


Members who understood — the 
He asked the House to 
leave secondary education entirely to 


Wales. They had 


system ina way never complained of by 


administered the 


any Churchman, and it was admitted that 
the Nonconformist majority had never 
used their power tyranically. The reason 
why the primary system of education in 


Wales was a failure was that it was not 


adapted to Welsh needs, the Welsh 
temper, or Welsh ideals. He asked 
whether there was anything revolu- 


tionary in pleading that the whole of 


their educational should be 


handed over to the Welsh people. 
peo} 


system 


He came to the question of temper- 
Temperance was particularly a 


the habits of the people 


ance. 
question of 
What did it matter to anybody outside 
Wales what they drank, whether whisky 
or water? They had had evidence before 
Royal Commissions that the demand 
was practically unanimous in Wales for 
legislation on Sunday Closing, and some 
thing on the lines of local option. Tem- 
perance legislation was particularly legis- 
lation on which they must proceed by 
experiment. No one could say that any 
specific would succeed in any part of the 
country. The worst of the present system 
was that a Bill might be carried to-day, 
and they might find, from a short ex- 
perience, all sorts of defects in it; but, 
owing to the proceedings in Parliament, 
the amendment of these defects was post- 
| poned for a whole generation. That was 
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the case with the Sunday Closing Act. 
The defects were admitted, and they had 


been trying to get through little Bills to | 


amend them. The Commission appointed 


by the Unionist Government recom- 
mended the amendments, but they could 
not be passed, 
Government had no time. The hon. 
Member for Peckham would come in after 
12 o'clock, just take off his hat, and there 
was an end of it. There was more power 
in the hat of the hon. Member for Peck- 
whole of the Welsh 


That was reducing our 


ham than in the 
constituencies. 
Parliamentary system and our Consti- 
tution to an absurdity. Questions which 
affected the Welsh peeple alone ought to 
be left to them to settle. Where was the 
danger? What harm would there be in 
that? Did any one suggest that it would 
damage the Empire? In the United 
States there were forty-five States, each 
of which had full power to deal with 
local questions. In Canada there were 
seven provincial legislatures dealing with 
purely local matters, and yet Canada was 
a very The 
Canadian Premier claimed that Canada 


powerful Federation. 
had become a nation since we gave it 
local self-government, and that it had 
taken more practical interest in the 
affairs of the Empire and 
buted greater strength to the Empire 


since we gave it more local  self- 
government than the Welsh people 


asked. He asked the Government to 
leave to Welsh people such purely local 
questions as education, temperance, and 
church disestablishment. 


The right hon. Gentleman asked what 


grievance Wales suffered from that every 

other part of the United Kingdom did not 

suffer from? Could the right hon. Gentle- 

man point to a single measure which was 

demanded by four-fifths of the representa- 

tives of England which had been refused 
Mr, Lloyd-George. 
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because the Imperial | 


contri- | 


'Treland and Scotland as well. 





|by the votes of the representatives of 
Scotland, Ireland, and Wales? When he 
did that, then he could say that Wales 
did not suffer from any grievance that 
other parts of the kingdom did not suffer 


‘from. They came there with a grievance, 


and did not get an opportunity of dis. 
cussing it. Ten times more time was 
devoted to the affairs of South Africa in 
that House than there was of talking 
about our own affairs. Parliament was 
concerned with affairs in Europe, Africa, 
Asia, and America. It was an Imperial 
Parliament. How was it possible, with 
affairs involving hundreds of millions of 
people, that the local concerns of a small 
people like the Welsh should receive fair 
They-did not 


complain that that arose from indifference, 


and adequate treatment ? 


from callousness, or from a desire to op- 
press. That was 
What they said was that the thing was 


not their contention. 


impossible, and that the machine was 
The 


There was hardly a measure 


breaking down. King’s Speech 
proved it. 
mentioned in it that did not apply to 
different parts of the United Kingdom. 
There was the Education Bill, the London 
Water Bill, the Bill for the Sale and Pur- 
chase of Land in Ireland and the Bill for 
improving the Law of Valuation. No 
Bill to improve the law of valuation could 
be drafted which should not be different 
for England, Scotland, and 
Wales. Then there was the Intoxicating 
Liquor Bill and the Registration of Clubs 
Bill, which would require different  pro- 
visions for Wales, and he believed for 
The only 
matter that seemed to apply to the United 
Kingdom was the Bill to amend the law 
of lunacy. Lunatics had the same char- 
acteristics in all four countries. After 
all, even one Bill occupied a long time. 


Treland, 


There were constant complaints that the 
legislation that was passed was crude and 
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imperfect, and that it led to endless liti- | matter which involved the safety of mil- 
gation. The point he ventured to put to | lions throughout the country. If the Im- 
the House was that the result of the | perial Parliament could not attend suf- 
present system was, that a man who really | ficiently to a Bill affecting millions in the 
desired a Bill to pass and to be rendered | United Kingdom, how could a poor little 
effective never took part in the debate. | country like Wales expect full and fair 
It was only the men who wished to des- | treatment for its Bills? That showed 
troy a Bill and make it ineffective who | that the whole machinery was breaking 
debated it. Hon. Members opposite had | down. He felt as certain as any man 
been in opposition, and they realised the | could be that if the Imperial Parliament 
truth of what he said. There was no use | had been attending to its own Imperial 
in concealing it from themselves. Hon. | affairs and nothing else, they would not 
Members on both sides had been doing | have had the present disaster in South 
it. Ifa Bill were a bad Bill he himself Africa. It was not within human power 
would do his very best to destroy it, | that they could attend to their own little 
Hon. Members opposite would act simi- affairs and at the same time attempt to 
larly. What was the result? The man | govern 400,000,000 of people. No other 
who wanted to make a Bill strong and | Assembly in the world attempted it. It 
effective never took part in its discussion _was not attempted in Germany, in the 
and moved no Amendments, because that | United States, in Austria, or in any other 
would take up time, and he left the | country which had an effective Parlia- 
opponents of the measure to discuss it | mentary machine, and it had hopelessly 
and make it worthless. He would in- broken down in England. He asked the 
stance the case of the Workmen’s Com- House of Commons, instead of trying to 
pensation Bill. That was a Bill demanded | tinker with its own rules, to deal gene- 
by millions of workmen throughout the | rously with the matter. Any attempt to 
country. It was a good Bill in principle, | improve the rules would only make 
and he and several of his hon. friends sup- | things worse. Their present difficulty 
ported it. But the Colonial Secretary prac- | was that they could not discuss matters 
tically appealed to them, and said that if affecting their own constituencies. How 
they wanted to carry the Bill they should could that be removed by further curtail- 
not move too many Amendments. Hedid ing power of discussion? The only way 
not complain of that. It was perfectly to deal with the matter was to extend 
right. But what was the result ? Amend- | the power of self government to Wales, 


ments were left to hon. Members who to Scotland, to Ireland, and to such parts 


Ww wre e Bill. | : rites 
anted to reck the B ill. There os | of England as required it, in the same way 
several defects in it which were obvious | 


_as that power has been extended to the 
to any man who knew what an Act) 


Colonies. If the Colonists worked that 
of Parliament should be, and the Bill | 


, | system well, they could surely trust their 
went through crude and imperfect, as bad | 


, ete people at home to do the same. 
a piece of legislative work as ever passed 
the House of Commons, and it had ledto) Question put. 
endless appeals, purely and simply be- 
cause the Imperial Parliament could not} The House divided: —' Ayes, 117; 
give more than a fortnight to discuss a| Noes, 164. (Division List No. 3.) 
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Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, Chas. P. (Glouc.,Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Brown, Geo, M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Caine, William Sproston 
Carvill, Patk. Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh) 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Sam. T. (Glamorgan) 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 


Flynn, James Christopher 


Fuller, J. M. F. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
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AYES. 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E,) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Joyce, Michael 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Levy, Maurice 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift) 
M‘Crae, George 
M ‘Govern, T. 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morton, Ed. J. C. (Devonport) 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P, 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary,M. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 
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| O’Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick, Joseph 
Price, Robert John 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R.(N’thants 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E, 
Thomas, Alf. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
White, Luke (York, E- R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson,Fred. W. (Norfolk, M. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Herbert Lewis and 
Mr. Edwards. 





O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
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Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J, (Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. Ger. W.(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirMich’el Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bond, Edward 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
‘Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh:) 
‘Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
‘Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
‘Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
‘Chaplin, Right Hon. Henry 
‘Charrington, Spencer 
‘Clare, Octavius Leigh 
‘Clive, Captain Percy A. 
‘Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
‘Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
‘Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasg’w) 


Cranborne, Viscount 


~Cripps, Charles Alfred 


Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, SirHoratioD. (Chatham 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Right Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
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Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw’rd 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Man’r) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Ernest 
Foster, Philip S.(Warw’k,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H. (City of Lon. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Gordon, Hn. J. E. (Elgin & Nn.) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans-(TrHml’ts) 
Gore,Hn.G. R.C.Crmsby (Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Hain, Edward 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord G. (Mi’x 
Hamilton, Marq. of (Lon’derry) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. RobertWm. 
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Laurie, Lieut-General 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, Arthur H. (Hants. ,F’ham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S. 
Lowe, Francis William 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont, Col. H. L. B.(Camb. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, Rt. Hn.SirH.E. (Wi’n 
Milton, Viscount 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, David J. (Walthamst. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herbert Pike (Darl’ton) 
Pemberton, John §S. G. 








Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James (Staffords. N. W. 
Helder, Augustus 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John (Kent,Fav’ham 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John §. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 











King, Sir Henry Seymour 


Reid, James (Greenock) 
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Remnant, James Farquharson | Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Ed. Jas. (Somerset) 
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Renwick, George 
Ridley, S. Ford (Bethnal Green | Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | Sturt, Hon. Humphrey Napier | 
Russell, T. W. | Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Rutherford, John | Thornton, Percy M. 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- | Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Tuffnell, Lieut-Col. Edward | 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
| Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. Sir C.E.H. (Sheff. | 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney | 


Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln | 
Seely,Capt.J.E.B. (Isle of Wi’t | 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, H. C. (N’mb., Tyneside) 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 





Main Question again proposed. 
(11.48.) Str JOSEPH LEESE (Lancas- 
hire, Accrington) moved the adjournment | I hereby 
of the debate on behalf of his hon. friend | 
the Member for the Prestwich Division. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand | 


that the hon. Gentleman Las moved the | 
adjournment of the debate on behalf of 
the hon. Member who is to move the | 
official opposition Amendment to the | 
Address. It would be more convenient | 
to keep that until Monday, and it would | 
be absurd to begin it to-night. There- | 
fore I will not resist the motion. | 
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Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcerst’sh. N. 
Wodehouse, Rt. H. E.R. (Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir William Walrond and: 
Mr. Anstruther. 


| In pursuance of Standing Order No. 1,. 
| « Sittings of the House ;’— 


nominate— 


| The Right Hon. Charles Beilby 
| Stuart-Wortley, 
Mr. John Edward Ellis, 
Mr. Edward Blake, 
Mr. Arthur Frederick Jeffreys and 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse, 
to act during this Session as temporary 
Chairmen of Committees when requested 


by the Chairman of Ways and Means. 


WiLuiAM Court GULLY, 


Debate adjourned till Monday next. 


Adjourned at ten Minutes before Twelve 
o’clock till Monday next. 








SPEAKER. 


17th January, 1902. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. Order No, 57, applicable to the follow 
ing Bills, has been complied with. 
Monday, 20th January 1902, 
CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND HAMP- 
scl STEAD RAILWAY (No. 1.) [#.1.] 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, CHARING CROSS, HAMMERSMITH, AND 
DISTRICT ELECTRIC RAILWAY [4.1] 


NORTH-EAST LONDON RAILWAY | OY OEY oes 
(No. 1) BILL [u.1.] z a 








ISLINGTON AND EUSTON 


PICCADILLY AND CITY RAILWAY RAILWAY [n.1.] 
(No. 1) BILL [n.1.] 
The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES |__ KING’S ROAD RAILWAY [4.1] 
acquainted the House, that (pursuant to | WEST AND RAILWAY fee} JUNCTION 


the Resolutions of the 2nd of August 
last, respecting London Underground | CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND HAMP- 
Railway Bills), the Bills have been sever- | STEAD RAILWAY (No. 1) BILL [#.1.] 
ally lodged in the Private Bill Office,; = r 
together with the declaration of the | ecuce Gaede Ana 
agent in each case, anda certificate from} BILL [u..) a ° 
the proper officer of the court in which | 
the deposit of money required by Stand- CITY AND NORTH-EAST SUBURBAN 
ing Order No. 57 was made, that such | ELECTRIC RAILWAY BILL [u.1.] 
deposit has not been withdrawn: Bills 
presented ; read 1%, 2*, and committed: 
The Committees to be proposed by the 
Committee of Selection. | _KING’S ROAD RAILWAY BILL [u.1.] 
| WEST AND SOUTH LONDON JUNCTION 

CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND HAMP. | RAILWAY BILL [11.1.] 

STEAD RAILWAY (No. 1) BILL [u.1.] Read 2a, and committed : The Com- 
mittees to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 


ISLINGTON AND EUSTON RAILWAY 
BILL [u.1.] 


CHARING CROSS, HAMMERSMITH, AND 
DISTRICT ELECTRIC RAILWAY (No. 
1) BILL [H.U.] ‘2 ’ eran ae 

| BROMPTON AND PICCADILLY CIRCUS 

CITY AND NORTH-EAST SUBURBAN me 
ELECTRIC RAILWAY (No. 1) BILL| The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES 
[M.-L J ‘informed the House that the promotors 

’ -,y | do not intend to proceed further with 
SLINGTON AND EUSTON AY | : : 
ISLINGTON AND EUSTON RAILWAY | the Bill: Ordered that the Bill be not 


BILL [1.1] a 
| further proceeded with. 


KING’S ROAD RAILWAY BILL [u.1.] Mee 
CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY (No. 1) 


WEST AND SOUTH LONDON JUNCTION | BILL [.. } 
RAILWAY BILL [u.1.] | The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES 

The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES | informed the House that the promotors 
acquainted the House, that (pursuant to} do not intend to proceed further with 
the Resolutions of the 2nd of August | the Bill: Ordered that the Bill be not 
last respecting London Underground | further proceeded with. 

Railway Bills), the Bills have been sever- | 

ally lodged in the Private Bill Office, | ean 

together with the declaration of the | 

agent in each case: Bills presented ; | , oe fae 
read 1"; and referred to the Examiners. THE KAR. oa ee N. ‘ 

The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the | ~The LORD CHANCELLOR acquainted 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments | the House that he had received from the 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates | Registrar of the London Bankruptey 
from the Examiners that Standing | Court a certificate under the seal of the 


VOL. CI. M 
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said Court, that on the 19th day of | 
'and foreign, from 1878 to 3lst March 


November 1901 the said Court made an 


order annulling the bankruptcy of the | 
Right Honourable James Francis Harry | 


St. Clair Erskine, Earl of Rosslyn. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

Order in Council for providing the 
manner in which a register of teachers 
shall be formed and kept. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD 
(IRELAND.) 
Report to the Board on the financial 


provisions of the Poor Law Superannua- | 


tion (Ireland) Bill, 1901. 
IRISH LAND COMMISSION 
(PROCEEDINGS. ) 
Return for the month 
1901. 


of October 


WAGES AND EFFECTS OF DECEASED 
SEAMEN. 

Account of the sums received and 
paid in respect of the wages and effects 
of deceased seamen in the year ending 
31st March, 1901. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered | 


to lie on the table. 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL ACTS, 
1865 AND 1869. 

Order in Council of 13th January 
1902, authorising the grant from the 
funds of Greenwich Hospital of pensions 
t> the late director and clerk in charge 
of Greenwich Hospital. 

SEAMAN’S SAVING BANKS (MONEY 
ORDERS AND TRANSMISSION OF 
WAGES.) 

I. Account of all deposits received and 
repaid by the Board of Trade on account 


Seaman’s Savings Banks under the | : ; 
of Seaman’s Savings Ba | provided in a workshop (other than a 


authority of the Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1894, during the 20th November, 
1900, and of the interest thereon. 


II. Statement showing the number | 
and amount of seamen’s money orders | 
issued and paid at ports in the United , 


Kingdom and at ports abroad from 1855 
to 31st March 1901. 


III. Statements showing the receipts | stric 
and payments in connection with the | mentary division. 


{LORDS} 


| November 
| Assizes in Ireland. 
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transmission of seamen’s wages, home 
1901. 


RAMSGATE HARBOUR. 


Statement of the receipts and payments 
made by the Board of Trade for the year 


'ending 3lst March 1901; together with 


an account of the receipt and issue of 


| stores. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
ACT (IRELAND), 1877 (RULES). 
Additional rule and schedule made 
by the Lord Chancellor and the Land 
Judge. 


WINTER ASSIZES (IRELAND). 
Four Orders in Council, dated 8th 
1901, for holding Winter 


DEPARTMENT OF AGR 
AND TECHNICAL INSTI 
IRELAND. 


ICULTURAL 
,UCTION FOR 
Minute sanctioning certain forms of 
instruction under Sectior 30 (1) of the 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction 
(ireland) Act, 1899, fer the City of 


| Cork. 

FACTORY AND WORKSHOP. 
| I. (Homework.) Order, dated 11th 
' December 1901, made by the Secretary 


of State for the Home Department in 
in pursuance of Sections 107, 108, and 
110 of the Factory and Workshop Act, 
1901, applying the provisions of these 
sections to certain classes of work. 

II. (Workshops used as Sleeping 
Places.) Order, dated 17th January 
1902, made by the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department in pursuance of 
sub-section (3) of section 3 of the Factory 
and Workshop Act, 1901, modifying the 
proportion of cubic feet of space to be 


domestic workshop) used as a sleeping 


| place. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 
MIDDLESEX). 


Order made by the County Council of 


' the County of Middlesex, altering certain 


polling districts in the Enfield parlia- 
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CERTIFIED INEBRIATE 
TORIES (REGULATIONS FuR 
AGEMENT). 


MAN- 


“*Regulations made with the approval 
of the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department for the management and 


discipline of the Church Army Newdi- 


gate Farm Home, Surrey. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS, 1853 TO 1891 | 
| SARDINIAN LOAN, 


(CONDITIONAL LICENCES). 


Licences granted by His Majesty to— 
1. Elizabeth Roach, a convict under 


detention in Aylesbury Prison, | 


permitting the said Elizabeth 
Reach to be at large on condi- 
tion that she enter the London 
Female Preventative and Refor- 
matory Institution, Euston 
Road, N.W. ; 

2. Annie Jones; a convict now 
under detention in Aylesbury 
Prison, permitting the said 
Annie Jones to be at large on 
condition that she enter the 
Elizabeth Fry Refuge, Hackney, 
N.E. ; . 

3. James Johnstone, a convict, 
under detention in Parkhurst 
Prison, permitting the said 
James Johnstone to leave the 
prison on condition of his pro- 
ceeding to the Middlesex Hos- 
pital, there to remain for such 
time as ts necessary to undergo 
an operation, and afterwards 
return in custody to Parkhurst 
Prison ; 

4. Arthur Collinson, under the pro- 
visions of the Penal Servitude 
Acts, 18538 to 1891, to which 
are annexed conditions other 
than those contained in Schie- 
dule A. of the Penal Servitude 
Act, 1864: 


PRISONS (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
VISITING COMMITTEES. 

Draft rule proposed to be made by | 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department under the Prisons Acts, | 
1877 and 1898, with respect to the con- | 
stitution of the visiting committee of 
Brixton Prison. 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, | 
1894 AND 1896. | 


An Order, No. 6,396, entitled the Im- | 
portation of Dogs Order of 1901. 


| 


{20 January 1902} 
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| 2" on Monday next. 
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BANK OF ENGLAND. 

Annual accounts of Exchequer Bills 
'and other Government securities pur- 
chased, for the year ending 5th January 
1902. 

GREEK LOAN. 

Account for the year 1901. 


Account for the year 1901. 


IMPERIAL OTTOMAN GUARANTEED 
LOAN OF 1855. 


Account for the year 1901. 


COUNTY COURTS (ENGLAND) (FEES). 

Treasury Order, dated 28th October 
1901, amending the order of 22nd 
February 1901, regulating court fees 
in county courts. 


QUEEN’S COLLEGES IN IRELAND 
(STATUTES). 
Statutes for the government and dis- 
cipline of the Queen’s Colleges of Cork, 
Galway, and Belfast. 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1889. 


Annual Statistical Report by the Uni- 
versity Court of the University of 
Glasgow to the Secretary for Scotland 
under the provisions of Section 30 of 
the Act, for the year 1900-1901. 


LOCOMOTIVES ON HIGHWAYS 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1896. 
Regulations under the Act, amending 
the general regulations applicable to 
Scotland issued in 1896. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


CREMATION BILL [u.1.}. 


A Bill for the regulation of the burn- 
ing of human remains, and to enable 
burial authorities to establish crematoria 
was presented by the Lord Monkswell ; 
read 1"; to be printed; and to be read 
(No. 2). 

M 2 
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PUBLIC HOUSES HOURS OF CLOSING HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
(SCOTLAND) BILL [u.1. ]. 
A Bill to amend the Public Houses | Monday, 20th January, 1902. 


cig paralbryd me z sn | The House met at Three of the clock. 
down ; read 1*; and to be printed. | ee 

(No. 3). 
PETITIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR — VOTE i OF | 
CONFIDENCE IN THE GOVERNMENT. | ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (VOLUN. 
Tue EARL or WEMYSS: My Lords, | FARY SUBOOLS). 


I beg to give notice that on Monday | Petition from Carew, for alteration of 
next I shall move: * | Law; to lie upon the Table. 


‘*That it is only by the vigorous prosecution oe = — 
of the war, and through the surrender of the | : INEBRIATES ACTS. 
Boer Guerilla Forces still in the field, that a} Petition from Patricroft, for alteration 
satisfactory and lasting peace can be assured, | of Law: to lie upon the Table 
and this House approves in these respects, and ‘ ‘ 
heartily supports the action of His Majesty’s 
Government. 
I give this notice as an independent 
Member of this House, and on my own 
initiative. I do not know whether I 
shall meet with support, but I am per- ROYAL DECLARATION. 
fectly certain that if the Motion is carried , 
by a large majority in your Lordship’s 
House it will make for peace. 


LOCAL PROPRIETORY BANKS (ANNUAL 
BALANCE SHEETS). 
Petition from Nottingham, for legis- 
lation ; to lie upon the Table. 


Petition from Chanonry, against altera- 
tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


‘ . SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
Irish Salmon Fisheries. SUNDAY. 


THe Eart or MAYO: My Lords, I Petitions for Prohibition ;—From UL 
beg to ask His Majesty’s Government if | yerston ;—and, Horfield ; to lie upon the 
the Department of Agriculture (Ireland) Table. 
can give information as to the relative 
values of salmon fisheries privately owned, 
and of those fished by men working a RETURNS, REPORTS, ée. 
public fishery on their common law 
rights, and to ask that this information 
may be given ina Parliamentary Paper.’ gagr INDIA (PETITIONS OF OFFICERS 

OF PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT. 

Tue Eart or DENBIGH: My Lords,| Return [presented 16th January] to be 
the Department of Agriculture will printed. Is 16.] r 
endeavour to procure this information, 
as far as possible, but in some respects. PRISONS (ENGLAND AND WALKS) 


it must necessarily be conjectural. I do (VISITING COMMITTEES). 

not think it would be desirable to under-| Return [presented 17th January] to be 

take to give it in the form of a Parlia-| printed, ie 17.] , 

mentary Paper until the results of the | 

inquiries now being made by the Depart-| © PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS (CON- 
DITIONAL LICENCE). 


mentare known. As soon asinformation 
is available, I will communicate with the| Copy presented,—of Licence granted 
noble Earl, and he can then move for; to James Johnstone, a convict under 
the Return. detention in Parkhurst Prison, permitting 
him to leave the prison on condition of his 

House adjourned at twenty-five proceeding to the Middlesex Hospital, 
minutes hefore Five o'clock, | there to remain for such time as is neces- 

eo pamela halfj- past Ten | sary to undergo an operation, and after- 

ere | wards return in custody to Parkhurst 
| Prison [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 
| 
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FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS (WORK- | POST OFFICE (HALIFAX (OR QUEBEC) 
SHOPS USED AS SLEEPING PLACES). AND HONG KONG MAIL CONTRACT). 
Copy presented, of Order of the Sec- Copy ordered, “of the Contract, dated 
retary of State, dated 17th January 1902, | the 12th day of October, 1901, with the 
modifying the proportion of cubic feet of | Canadian Pacific Railway Company for 
space to be provided in a workshop (other | the conveyance of the “Mails, Troops, 
than a domestic workshop) used as a/and Stores between Halifax (or Quebec) 
—_* place [by Act]; to lie upon the | and Hong Kong for the period from 
able. 





IRISH LAND COMMISSION (PRO- 
CEEDINGS). 


Jopy ssente te ro- | ’ . 
Copy presente d, of , Return of Pro- | —(Mr, Austen Chamberlain.) 
ceedings of the Commission during the | 


month of October 1901 [by Command]; | 


to lie upon the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

Copy presented, of Draft Order in 
Council for providing the manner in which 
a Register of Teachers shall be formed 
and kept [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE (INCLOSURE, 
&e., EXPENSES ACT, 1868). 

Copy presented, of Fees to be taken 
in respect of Transactions under the 
Tithes Acts, 1836 to 1891, in accordance 
with the provisions of The Inclosure, &c. 
Expenses Act, 1868 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


CIVIL CONTINGENCIES FUND, 
1900-1901. 


Copy ordered, “of the Accounts of | 


the Civil Contingencies Fund, 1900-1901, 


showing (1) the Receipts and Payments | 


in connection with the Fund in the year 
ended the 31st day of March, 1901 ; (2) the 
distribution of the Capital of the Fund at 
the commencement and close of the year ; 
together with Copy of the Correspondence 
with the Comptroller and Auditor General 
thereon.” —(V/r. Austen Chamberlain.) 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND). 

Return ordered, “of Account of the 
Receipts and Payments of the Accountant 
General of the Supreme Court of Judica- 
ture in Ireland, in respect of the Funds 
of Suitors in the said Court, including 
therein Funds to the credit of Lunacy 
Accounts, in the year to the 30th day of 
September, 1901 ; together with a State- 
ment of Liabilities and Assets, and Par- 
ticulars of Securities in Court, on the 
30th day of September, 1901.” — (4/7. 
Austen Chamberlain.) 


|the 7th day of April 1901 to the 6th 
|day of April 1906; together with a 
| Copy of the Treasury Minute thereon, 
dated the 22nd day of November 1901.” 


COAL EXPORTS, «c. 


| 
| Return ordered, “giving for the year 


1901 the Export of Coal from each 
Port in the United Kingdom to each 
| Country Abroad, together with Sum- 
|mary Statements showing the Export 
| of Coal in every period of three months 
|from the principal districts of the 
| United Kingdom to the principal groups 
| of Foreign Countries; and also showing 
|the quantity of Coal shipped at each 
| Port in the United Kingdom for ships’ 
/use on Foreign voyages during the like 
| periods (in continuation of Parliamentary 
| Paper, No. 119, of Session 1901).”—(Mr. 
| D. A. Thomas.) 
| 
| NEW WRIT. 
For the County of Down (East Divi- 
| sion), in the room of James Alexander 
| Rentoul, esquire, K.C., Judge of the 
| City of London Court.—(Sir William 
| Walrond.) 


(3.30.) QUESTIONS. 


South African War—Colonial Contribu 
tions to Cost of War. 

(3.30.) Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Ros- 
common, N.): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury, whether His Majesty’s 
Government will take steps to induce 
Canada, Australia, and other parts of the 
Empire to pay up their share of the cost 
of the South African War. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHE TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, E.): 
His Majesty’s Government gratefully 
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acknowledge the contribution in men{been drawn to the differences between 
and money already made voluntarily by | the text of the precise terms of Lord 
Canada, Australia, New Zealand, and_| Kitchener’s letter to General Botha of 
other parts of the Empire. As to the) 7th March, 1901, as telegraphed by Lord 
Question of the hon. Gentleman, it seems Kitchener on the 20th March, and set 
to me to contain a quite uncalled for | forth in [Cd. 528], p. 6, and the text of 
imputation on the loyal populations in| the copy of the same letter as received 
all parts of His Majesty’s dominions, and | from Lord Milner on 1st April, and set 
to be expressed in quite unnecessarily | forth in [Cd. 663], p. 1. Whether, in 
offensive language. | particular, he has observed that in the 

\latter text there occur the words 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, | 
E.): Arising out of the statement of the | 
right hon. Gentleman, may I ask him if | 
he is in a position to say exactly what is | 
the amount of money voted by the | 
Colonies for the war— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, Order, 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Why 
should not Australia pay as well as Ire- 
land ? 


War Relief Fund. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury, 
whether any measure will be submitted 
this session by the Government for the 
abolition of the Royal Patriotic Com- 
mission and the establishment of a 
Naval and Mililary Pension Board to | 
administer the funds now vested in the 
Royal Patriotic Commissioners and 
others, as recommended unanimously 
by the Joint Select Committee of Lords 
and Commons appointed last session 
to inquire into the charitable agencies 
for relief of widows and orphans of 
soldiers and sailors. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: His Royal 
Highness, writing with the authority of 
the Patriotic Fund Commissioners, has 
assured me that the Commissioners will 
not allow their charter to stand in the 
way of any changes which the Govern- 


ment may think desirable in the ad- | 
of the charitable funds | 


ministration 
now vested in the Commission. I hope 
without any undue delay to state to the 
House the proposals which the Govern- 
ment have to make on the subject. 


Peace Negotiations between Lord 
Kitchener and General Botha. 
Mr. GIBSONBOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies, whether his attention has 


“being burghers or colonists,” which 
do not occur in the former text; 
whether he has also observed that in the 
latter text there occur the words “ com- 
posed of the principal officials with a 


| legislative Council,” which also do not 
|appear in the former text. 
‘these omissions in the text of the 


Whether 


precise terms of the letter as tele- 
graphed on 20th March were then 
observed, and, if so, were any, and, if 
so, what steps taken to correct them; 


| has any communication been made either 


to Lord Kitchener or to Lord Milner, 
with reference to the divergencies in the 
text of the letter ; and which one of the 
two versions embodies the exact text of 
the letter as actually sent by Lord 


| Kitchener to General Botha. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For THe 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- 
mingham W.): The discrepancies re- 
ferred to were observed when Lord 
Milner’s despatch of the 7th March was 
received on the Ist April, but it was not 
thought necessary to correct them because 
His Majesty’s Government had learnt as 
long previously as the 16th of March 
that the negotiations had been closed. 
The enclosure to Lord Milner’s despatch, 
above quoted, is a copy of the letter 
actually addressed by Lord Kitchener 
to General Botha, which was in exact 
accordance with the instructions of His 
Majesty's Government. 


Mr. Schalk Burger's Proposals. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
‘ask the Secretary of State for the 
| Colonies, whether the statement made 
by Mr. Schalk W. Burger, styling him- 
self acting State President of the South 
African Republic, in his letter to 
General Kitchener of 5th September, 
1901, embodied in the words “This 
Government is now discussing the 
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desirability of sending in a joint pro- 


posal for peace to Your Excellency’s | 
been followed by | 
to the) 
effect suggested by those words, made | 


Government,” has 
any further communica ion 


either to Lord Kitchener or to His 
Majesty’s Government through’ any 
other channel. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir, 
The proposal was clearly, by Mr. Schalk 
Burger’s own words, immediately pre- 
ceding those which the hon. Member 


has uoted, to be based on the independ- | 


ence of the Republic, which was excluded 


by Lord Kitchener’s reply in accordance | 


with the declared policy of His Majesty’s 
Government. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Has any 


further communication been received ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Not that 


I] am aware of 


Land Settlement in South Africa. 

Mr. FREDERICK WILSON (Noriolk, 
Mid.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if he can state 
whether any land in South Africa has 


yet been purchased for the purpose of | 


establishing Colonists; and, if so, on 
what terms intending Colonists will be 
admitted, and whether preference will! be 
given to men who have already 
experience of agriculture. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Owing to 
the circumstances of the country it has 
not been possible to deal with the ques- 
tion of Land Settlement, on which | am 
still awaiting Lord Milner’s proposals. 


Lord Milner and the ‘‘ Johannesburg 
Star.” 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 


S.) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State | 


for the Colonies whether his attention 


has been called to the fact that, on the, 


3rd instant, Lord Milner was present at 
Johannesburg at the recommence of the 
publication of the ‘‘ Star” newspaper in 
that town, and that the High Com- 
missioner started the machinery and 
proposed the success of the “Star,” 
trusting that its future career would be 
as brilliant as its past ; and, having 


regard tothe fact that the ‘‘ Star” is the whether such a Return can be prepared 


{20 January 1902} 
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organ of some of the promoters of the 
Jameson Raid and is a journal of a par- 
tisan character, will he state what 
explanation the Colonial Office has to 
offer for the action of the High Com- 
| missioner in this matter. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have no 
information on the subject of the ques- 
‘tion, and [am unable either to confirm 
or to deny the statements made in it. 
No explanation is in my opinion called 
for from the Colonial Office. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman telegraph to 
Milner for an explanation ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : 


tainly not. 


No, cer- 


Dutch Burgher Corps of Scouts. 

Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE (Essex, 
Saffron Walden): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War, 
whether he can state to what extent 
the Dutch in South Africa are assisting 
the forces of His Majesty the King, and 
if he ean give the approximate number 
of Dutchmen now serving in South 
Africa under the British flag. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 
Certain burghers of the late Republics 
in South Africa have been formed into 
a Burgher Corps of Scouts. At present 
some 2,000 are so employed, and are 
doing excellent service. 


Boer Prisoners of War—Statistical 
Return. 

Mr. BULL (Hammersmith): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War, 
| whether he can give a Return showing 
the numbers and nationalities of the 
Forcigners included amongst the Boer 
| prisoners of war, especially distinguishing 
those who entered South Africa subse- 
quent to the outbreak of hostilities ; the 
number and nationalities and names of 
those who hold, or have held, commis- 
sions in the Army of any Foreign State; 
and how many, and the names of the 
latter. who have been liberated on parole. 


| Mr. BRODRICK: I 


will consider 
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fin South Africa, but in any case it must 
take considerable time to draw up. 


Questions. 


Martial Law. ‘ 
Court Records and Statistics. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire 


E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State | 


for the Colonies, whether he will grant a 
Return of the number of persons sen- 
tenced to death by courts martial since 
the declaration of martial law in Cape 


{COMMONS} 
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capital sentences, give the names of the 
relatives and friends who were ordered to 
witness the executions ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN: Are we 
| to understand from the reply of the right 
hon. Gentleman, that extracts only will 
be laid, and, if so, on what principle will 
| the extracts be made ? 





Colony, the number of such persons | 


; | 
executed, the number of such capital sen- | 


tences commuted to penal servitude, and 
the periods of penal servitude thus sub- 
stituted, and the number of persons 
sentenced by courts martial to penal 
servitude or other imprisonment, and to 
fines. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN  (Mont- 
gomery): May I also ask the Secretary 
of State for War, whether, in con- 
tinuation of the answer given by his 


Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member 
| does not suggest that the whole of the 
| proceedings under martial law should be 
laid on the table of the House? What 
will be given are the records of the 
trials as sent over here. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN: Can the 
right hon. Gentleman say whether the 
full proceedings will be open to the in- 
spection of Members of the House 
generally ? 


predecessor to the Member for Mont- | 


gomeryshire, on 18th May, 1900, he can | 


say whether any further records of 
Courts purporting to have been held 
under martial law in Cape Colony have 
now reached this country; and, if so, 
whether they are open for inspection 
either by the public generally or by 
Members of the House. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Extracts from the 
proceedings of all military courts held 
under martial law in the Cape Colony, 
so far as they have reached the War 
Office, will be laid on the Table of the 
House, but some little time must elapse 
before the Papers will be ready. 


*Mr. CHANNING: 
bers be shewn ? 


Will the 


num- 


Mr. BRODRICK: I will give them as 
soon as I can. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Will 
the Papers give the names of the gentle- 
men forming the Courts-martial ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Perhaps the hon. 
and learned Gentleman will give notice 
of that question. | 


Mr. SWIFT 
will they also, 


MACNEILL : And} 
in the case of the 








Mr. BRODRICK: We have not yet 
got the information which the hon. 
Gentleman desires should ve open to 
inspection, and without seeing it I could 
not say. 


Ermelo Engagement. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War, 
whether he can now give particulars of 
the affair in the Ermelo district on the 
14th December, when two companies of 
the mounted infantry were searching 
farms. Will he state how many officers 
and men were killed and wounded on 
| this occasion, and how many were taken 
| prisoners, and in what the work of 
|searching farms, in which, according to 
| Lord Kitchener’s despatch of the 21st 
| December, these companies were en- 
| gaged when they came in contact with 
the Boer forces, consists. And, can he 
| explain why the War Office has not put 
| the public in possession of full particulars 
| of this incident, including the number 

of officers and men taken prisoners, 


Mr. BRODRICK: All information 
concerning this affair that has reached 
the War Office has been already 
published. The casualties, which were 


published on the 24th December, were: 


as follows :— 
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301 Questions. 
Officers, killed ek ee 
3» wounded... a es 
Men, killed... er sexs 40 
35 wounded a ents 


In reference to the prisoners, Lord 
Kitchener telegraphs that it is. difficult 
to say precisely, as prisoners are quickly 
released, and many men were only in 
the hands of the enemy for a few 
minutes; but 137 rifles were missing, 
so that may be taken as a guide. 


Engagement near Carolina. 


Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War, whether 
Major Parris surprised a Boer laager con- 
taining 150 women and children, near 
Carolina, on Sunday, 5th January, and 
removed these women and children; and, 
if so, whether these women and children 
are being treated as prisoners of war, and 
are being compulsorily sent to one of the 
concentration camps. 


_ ft 

Mr. BRODRICK: In reply to this 
question, Lord Kitchener telegraphs as 
follows :— 

‘* Arrangement come to between Commandant 
of Christiana and Tolly Debeer, by which latter 
will remove these families on 20th January : 
pending removal families have been living 
undisturbed in their own laager which has 
been kept fully supplied by Commandant of 
Christiana.” 


Inaccurate Reports from the Seat of War. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War, whether 
he will state at what time the War Office 
was apprised of the facts that Kuruman 
has been occupied by the Boers, and that 
Boshof, after an occupation of upwards 
of eighteen months by the British, has 
been evacuated; and what explanation 
has the War Office to give for refraining 
from the communication to the public of 
these facts. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member 
has evidently been misinformed. Both 
Kuruman and Boshof are still garrisoned 
by British troops, and neither have been 
recently occupied by the Boers. 


Siege of Ladysmith—Sir Redvers Buller 
and Sir George White. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War, 
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| telegraphic correspondence which passed 
| between Sir Redvers Buller and Sir 
| George White, during the seige of Lady- 
|smith, will be printed and circulated 
| amongst hon. Members before the deter- 
| mination of the Debate on the Address 
'tothe Throne. And, having regard to 
‘the dismissal of Sir Redvers Buller from 
the Aldershot command, owing to his 
reference to those telegrams what ex- 
planation, if any, has the War Office to 
give for their withholding those docu- 
ments from the public for a period of 
nearly two years. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The general decision 
of the Government has been that the 
publication of telegrams and confidential 
despatches should be reserved till the 
|time has come for making public the 
documents relating to the conduct of the 
jwar. The only divergence from this 
|course has been in cases where informa- 
| tion has been necessary for some particu- 
jlar Parliamentary discussion. In any 
aes case, when special information is 





desired, the Government will consider 
carefully whether it should be given. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that there is an 
Amendment to the Address in reference 
to General Buller’s dismissal, and that 
the subject referred to in the Question 
is one of intense interest ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am aware that 
there is an Amendment referring to the 
“retiring of General Buller from his 
command in consequence of the speech 
he delivered at Westminster,” but there 
is no reference whatever to events in 
Natal. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Will the 








whether copies of the heliograms and 














right hon. Gentleman answer the second 
part of the question ! 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have given the 
explanation asked for. 


Remount Reports. 


Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War, whether any 
report, either to the War Office or to the 
Commander- in-Chief, relating to the 
working of the remount system 1m 
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South Africa, and covering a period 
prior to, and during the time, or part 
of it, that the Commander-in-Chief was 
in South Africa, has been sent in; and, 
if so, whether it can be laid before 
Parliament. 


Questions, 


Mr. BRODRICK: Various reports on 
the remount system in South Africa, and 


covering the period referred to have | 


recently reached the War Office. Iam 
not at present in a position to make any 
statement on the question. 


Contraband of War—Compensation to 
Detained German Vessels. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask | 


the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, can he state what is the total 


amount of compensation paid, or under- | 


taken to be paid, up to date either to 
the German Government or to German 
subjects in respect of the detention and 
visit or search of German vessels 
pected of carrying contraband of war 
to the King’s enemies in South Africa; 
can he further give the number and 
names of the German vessels in respect 
of which any such compensation has 
been paid or promised. Can he state 
generally the grounds on which such 
compensation was claimed and allowed; 
and can he say out of what funds it has 
been provided. 

*THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lorp 
Cianporne, Rochester): A sum _ of 
£258,580 was paid in September, 1900, to 
the German Government, in respect of 
compensation for the seizureand deten- 
tion of the three German mail steamers, 
“General,” “Bundesrath,” and “ Her- 
zog;” of the German sailing ship ‘‘ Hans 
Wagner” and of the German barque 
“Niarie.” This amount was arrived at 
after careful consideration by a joint 
Anglo-German Committee, which sat at 
the Foreign Office, and it was based on 
what appeared a fair and _ reasonable 
calculation of the expenses necessarily 
incurred. The amount so awarded was 
paid out of Navy Funds. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Out of which 
Vote ? 


*LorpD CRANBORNE: That question 
should be addressed to the Admiralty. 


{COMMONS} 


SUS- | 


Questions. 
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New Volunteer Regulations. 


Stir CHARLES CAYZER (Barrow-in- 
Furness): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War, whether he is aware 
that, owing to the stringency of the new 
regulations regarding the compulsory 
attendance of Volunteers in camp, re- 
cruiting is being affected, and many 
| Volunteers have resigned, as they cannot 
afford to lose their daily earnings; and, 
having regard to the efficiency and main- 
tenance of the Volunteer Force at its 
full strength, and the necessity for 
attendance in camp which is recognised, 
whether he proposes to increase the 
capitation grant, and make suitable 
camp allowances, including a sufficient 
| grant to cover the cost for the hire of 
'the necessary horses for the efficient 
training of position batteries in camp, 
and compensate the men for loss of their 
earnings while in camp. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield 
Central): I beg to ask, whether, having 
regard to the call my right hon. friend 
is making for fresh forces for the war, 
he will postpone the operation of the 
new rules until after the war, as they 
are liable to have the effect of reducing 
the strength of the force in officers and 
men. 


Mr. BRODRICK: In reply to the 
question on the Paper, Iam aware that 
in some Corps there is anxiety as to the 
new regulations; but I would draw 
attention to the Army Order issued on 
the 9th of January, 1902, which will, I 
think, make .it clear that every con- 
sideration will be given to special cases. 
The grants now given have been most 
carefully reconsidered from time to time, 
and no change is at present proposed. 
In reply to my hon. and gallant friend, 
[ cannot undertake to put off the oper- 
ation of the new regulations until the 
close of the war, but any point he or 
any other commanding officer may 
bring forward shall be carefully con- 
‘sidered. As I understand my hon. and 
gallant friend is under the belief that 
some sort of pledge was given that there 
should be a consultation before the issue 
of the Army Order, I shall be glad to 
communicate with him as to what form 
the consultation should take. The ques- 
‘tion of allowances has been considered 
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Questions. 


on several occasions and recently, and I | down by the War Office, in reply to a 
am afraid a change cannot be made at | question on 8th October. 1900, as the 


present. 


Contracts for Army Accoutrements. 
CapTaIN NORTON (Newington, W.): 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Ibeg to ask the Secretary of State | 


for War, 
called to the fact that contracts 


Army accoutrements have been cut 


whether his attention has been | 
for | 


down to such a price that firms have | 
been unable to pay leather workers the | 


rates of wages hitherto generally ac- 
cepted as current for competent work- 
men, and that as a consequence British 
workmen have been supplanted by 
specially imported Foreign workmen. 
And, whether he will take steps to 
provide that the Resolution of the House 
of Commons of 13th February, 1891, is 
adhered to in the case of these men. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
maze WAR OFFICE (Lorp STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): 
tion has already been drawn to 
mattersto which the hon. Member alludes, 
and which have been and are being made 


the subject of a thorough enquiry by the | 


War Office. 


CapTAIN NORTON: Is the noble lord 


aware that Bermondsey firms are em- | 


ploying women to do men’s work ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: 
out of the question. 


Mere. NANNETTI 
Green): Will the 
the claims of Irish saddlers to a portion 
of this class of work ? 


That hardly arises 


(Dublin, College 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, Order! 


Dublin Barrack Contracts. 
Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 


Secretary of State for War, if he is 
aware that the contractor for painting 
work now in progress at the Portobello 
Barracks and Ship Street, Dublin, is not 
paying the painters in his employ at such 
works the standard wages of 8d. per 
hour, which is the recognised standard 
of the Master Painters Guild of the City 
of Dublin, and also the standard wage 
recognised by the Corporation of Dublin, 
and which sum of 8d. per hour was laid 





My atten- | 


the | 
«| ALTY) Mr. 
|W.) It is proposed to publish the further 


noble Lord consider | 


/current wages for painters in such 
district ; and will he take such steps as 
will compel the contractors to pay that 


'sum of 8d. per hour on these contracts. 


Lorp STANLEY: I am not aware of 
the matter alluded to, but enquiry will 
be made at once. 


Boiler Committee’s Report —Boilers in 
new Ships, etc. 

Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty, whether he can state when 
the Boiler Committee’ s Report on the 
“Minerva” and “Hyacinth” trials 
will be published; what arrangement, 
type, or design of boiler is to be fitted 


|into the new battleships and cruisers ; 
| and for what sum the boilers taken out 


of the ‘‘ Medea” and ‘‘ Medusa,”’ respec- 
| tively have been sold. 
Tue SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 


ARNOLD-ForsTer, Belfast, 
‘* Minerva ”’ 


report on the trial of H.M.S. 
In 


and “ Hyacinth” at an early date. 


|reply to the second part of the Hon. 


Member’s question I have to say that 
it is proposed to fit two of the new 
battleships with the Babeock & Wilcox 
| boiler, and that one of the battleships 
will be fitted with the combination of 
| ths cylindrical and 3ths Babcock & 
| Wilcox boilers. The types of boilers to 
be fitted in the respective cruisers has 
not yet been determined. In answer 
to the third part of the hon. Member's 
| question I have to say that the boilers 
of the “ Medea”’ have not yet been sold. 
| Those of the ‘“‘ Medusa ” have been sold 
| for £304. 


for 


The Loss of the ‘“‘ Cobra.” 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty, 
whether he will state what is the 
pension granted to the widow of Lieu- 
tenant Smith, who lost his life in the 
“Cobra”’ disaster, and what is the rate 
of pension granted to the widows of the 
seamen and firemen who lost their lives 
in the same disaster; and will he say 
from what source these respective 
pensions are paid. 
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Questions. 


{COMMONS} 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: A special | 





Quest ions. 
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THE SECRETARY or STATE For 


pension of £100 a year has been granted | INDIA (Lord G. HAMILTON, Middlesex, 
to the widow of Lieutenant Smith. This | Ealing): The election of Mr. Sabapathy 


pension is in accordance with the King’s 
regulations, by which it is provided that 
the widow of an officer of Lieutenant 
Smith’s rank may receive an ordinary 
A special pension 
of £100 a year when the officer is drowned 
when he is 
killed in action or dies of his wounds. 
have been granted to the; and of his present circumstances and 
widows of seamen and firemen who lost | surroundings. 
their lives on the “Cobra” according 


pension of £70 a year. 


on duty, and of £120 


Pensions 


to the following scale :— 
6 widows of men included in Class I., 3/6 a week. 
1 in Class II. at the rate of 4/- a week. 


4 in Class III. at the rate of 4/6 a week. 
1 in Class IV. at the rate of 5/- a week. 


Allowances are made to the children 
according to the authorised scale. 
pension to the widow of Lieutenant 
Smith is charged to Naval Funds. 


Hospital Funds. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: May I ask 
the hon. Gentleman why the widows of 


firemen and seamen do not get State 


The 
The | 


other pensions are charged to Greenwich 


was vetoed by the Government of 
Madras in the exercise of the discretion 
reserved to them by law: and I have 
ascertained that this was done after full 
consideration of the facts of the case, and 
in the interest of the municipality of 
Bellary; and that due account was 
|taken of Mr. Sabapathy’s past career 


At present I have no 
further information. 
| Waziristan Expedition. 

Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask the Secre 
tary of State for India, if it is intended 
| to charge the British Treasury with the 
cost of the recent military expedition 
into Waziristan or any portion thereof. 


| 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: It is not 
intended that any portion of the 
| recent operations in Waziristan should 
| be charged to the British Treasury. 
| The ‘‘ Ban Righ.” 
| *Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 


. . \ . IU ay =~ Se atar : for Forel 
pensions as well as Lieutenant Smith’s | Under Secretary of State for Foreign 


widow. 


Mr.ARNOLD-FORSTER: The Green- 
wich Hospital Fund is administered 
by the State, and for this purpose is 
practically a State fund. 


India—Bellary Municipal Council. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


India, if his attention has been called to | 
the refusal of the Government of Madras | 


to sanction the election of Rao Bahadur 


Sabapathy Mudaliar, as Chairman of the | 


Municipal Council of the town of Bellary, 
by the votes of 13 out of 17 of its 


members ; if he is aware that this gentle- | 


man has been a member of the Municipal 
Council for 20 years, during nine of 
which he has been its chairman, that 
indignation is felt by his colleagues and 


the people of Bellary with regard to the | 


refused sanction, and that memorials in 
protest have been sent to the Governor 
of Madras, who has refused all explana- 
tion ; and will he state the reasons why 
this election has been set aside. 


| Affairs, whether he will state to the 
| House the circumstances under which 
'the steamer “Ban Righ” was allowed 
| to leave the Port of London after deten- 
| tion and examination of her papers and 
| cargo; whetherthis steamer had on board, 
| when she was allowed to leave, guns, 
rifles, and munitions of war, what were 
the statements of the owners and officers 
of the ship as to the purpose for which 
| she was equipped; whether she has since 
leaving England been fitted with guns 
and light armour, and has carried num- 
bers of volunteers and supplies of guns 
to aid the revolutionary movement in 
Venezuela; and, whether His Majesty's 
Government has taken any steps, by 
order to the fleet or otherwise, to prevent 
a breach of neutrality, and to restrain the 
operations of this vessel in making war 
against a friendly State. 





*Lorp CRANBORNE: The Colom- 
' bian Minister at this Court stated that 
the “Ban Righ” was intended for the 
service of his Government. As no state 
of war exists between Colombia and any 
other power there was not any reason. 
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for detaining the vessel. Having | liable to be allotted to employers against 
regard to the assurance given by the/ their will, and denied any choice of 
Minister no further statements were! residence or occupation: and whether 
necessary. It is believed that the “ Ban | steps will be taken to adhere to the inten- 
Righ ” took arms on board at Antwerp. | tion and spirit of ‘the Decree of April, 
His Majesty’s Consul in Martinique has 1897, as explained in the instructions 
reported that she cleared from Fort de | issued by His Majesty’s Government to 
France for Colon in Colombia. No in-| the Consul General at Zanzibar respect- 
formation has been received as to her ing the abolition of the legal stutus of 
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proceedings since she left Martinique. | 
No steps have, therefore, been taken | 
such as indicated in the question. | 

Secret Agreement with Germany— | 

German Railway in Asia Minor. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask | 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, can he now state the nature and | 
object of the Secret Agreement made by | 
His Majesty’s Government with Ger- | 
many in 1899 to which Count von| 
Bilow referred in his speech in the | 
Reichstag of 12th December, 1900, as! 
having no reference to the conflict | 
between England and the South African | 
Republics; at what time will the actual | 
terms of the Agreement be laid before | 
this House; can he state to what subject | 
and to what countries does the Agreement | 
in question refer; and can he give the | 
House an assurance that it does not refer | 
to the projected German railway pro- | 
posed to be built through Asia Minor, by 
Bagdad to Bussorah and Koweit at the 


head of the Persian Gulf. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: The Agree- 
ment is, as the question suggests, a secret 
one, and | therefore cannot give the 
information asked for. 


Slavery in Pemba. 

Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, whether he can state 
under what authority the slaves in the 
Island of Pemba, when receiving their 
freedom from the Court under the 
Decree of 6th April, 1897, are required 
to sign a contract whereby they agree to 
work for a certain employer for three 
days in every week for a term of years, 
in return for a plot of land, care in sick- | 
ness, building material, and food for a} 





slavery. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: The allusion 
is probably to the system described at 
page 9 of Africa No. 4 (1901) under 
which the Court used at one time to 
arrange a contract for the slave at the 
time the latter applied to be freed. In 
consequence, however, of a direction 
from home the authorities in Pemba 
abandoned this system. It seems then 
that the hon. Gentleman has been 
misinformed. 


Somaliland—Abyssinian Operations 

against the Mad Mullah. 

Mr. ALFRED PEASE (Yorks, Cleve- 
land) : I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs, whether a 
report was made by the British Officer 
accompanying the Abyssinian Army 

uring the recent operations in Somali- 
land against the Mad Mullah; and, if 
such a report has been received, whether 
there is any objection to its publication 
at an early date. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: A report ha 
been received, and will be laid shortly. 


British Action in |Koweit. 

Mr. JAMES O’KELLY: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, whether the status quo 
at Koweit constitutes an effective 
annexation of a portion of the Turkish 
Empire by Great Britain ; and whether 
any protest has been made by the 
Turkish Government. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: There have 
been mutual requests for explanations 
as to the reported action of the Turkish 


limited period, the employer being in no | Authorities, and of the British Naval 
way bound to employ the man on the | Officers, and an agreement to preserve 
other days of the week, or to pay him|the status quo 1s maintained on either 
any money wages whatever; whether | side. The words have of course no such 
the freed slaves under this system are | meaning as is suggested in the Question. 
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American-Spanish War—Diplomatic | effect to the recommendations of the 
action preceding the War. Report of the Committee on the Employ- 
Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton 8.);: | ment of School Children out of School 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of | Hours. 
State for Foreign Affairs, whether any 
ommunication proposing or concer. ing| *THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
joint or collective action by European |THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr, 
States, in view of the outbreak or | Rircuis, Croydon): This matter jg 
expected outbreak of the late War| under my consideration, and I am 
between the United States and Spain, | having a Bill prepared with which | 
was received from the Austrian or any | hope to be able to proceed this session. 
other Government ; if so, what was the 


nature of the reply of His Majesty’s | Register of Teachers. 
Government; and will he lay the) Dr. MACNAMARA: JI beg to ask 
Papers upon the Table. the Vice President of the Committee of 
Counc! on Education, if he can state 
*Lorp CRANBORNE: No such| what steps, if any, have been taken by 


communication as is suggested in the | the Consultative Committee to the Board 
question was made alter the outbreak | of Education in the direction of the 
of the war between the United States establishment of a Register of Teachers, 
and Spain, but immediately before the 

war several communications were; THE VICE PRESIDENT or tre 
received from other Powers suggesting | COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDUCA- 
the presentation of a joint note to the! TION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge Uni- 
President of the United States. Her late | versity): Regulations for a Register of 
Majesty's Government agreed to join| Teachers have been framed by the 
with other Powers in a note expressing | Consultative Committee and approved 
a hope that further negotiations might | by the Board of Education. ‘The Draft 
lead to a peaceful settlement, accom- | of an Order in Council for the formation 
panied by guarantees for the establish-| and keeping of such Register has been 
ment of order in Cuba. But they first |laid before Parliament in accordance 
took steps to ascertain that the)| with Section 5 of the Board of Educa- 
presentation of such a note, as well as its | tion Act, 1899 

terms, would be acceptable to the! 

President. His Majesty’s Government | Teachers’ Appeals against Dismissal. 
declined however to associate themselves Sirk JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, 
with other subsequent proposals which | Accrington): I beg to ask the Vice 
seemed to them open to objection as | President of the Committee of Council 
having the appearance of putting | on Education whether he will introduces 
pressure on the Government of the | g Bill, this session, granting to teachere 
United States and offering an opinion as | of public elementary schools a right of 
to their attitude. I am not able to lay | appeal in cases of alleged wrongful 
on .he Table any Papers on this subject. | dismissal. 


Employment of School Children. Sir J. GORST: The Board of Edu- 
Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.); | cation are not in a position to give any 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | pledge on this matter until the general 
the Home Department, whether he will | proposals _ of His Majesty's Govern- 
state what steps he proposes to take | ment on Education are submitted to 
with the view to carrying out ~~) Parliament. 
recommendations of the Employment of . wee 
School Children Cedidiiins aun re- | Committee on the Merchant Service.— 
ported in November last. | Irish Representation. 
| Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
*Mr. CHANNING also asked the Sec-| to ask the President of the Board of 
retary of State for the Home Department, | Trade, if he will add an Irish Member 
whether His Majesty’s Government pro- | to the Committee on the Merchant Ser- 
posed during the present Session to give | vice, in view of the fact that an English 
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Member and a Scottish Member are | 
upon that Committee. 
| 

| 

THE PRESIDENT oF THe BOARD oF | 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp BaFour, Leeds, | 
Central): No, Sir: the nationality | 
of the hon. Members had nothing) 
to do with their selection to serve on | 
the Committee. The Committee has | 
already held one sitting and I do not | 
propose to alter its constitution. 


Questions. 


Mr WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 
theright hon. Gentleman reconsider his 
decision in view of the fact that this | 
Committee was originally demanded by 
Irish Members ? 


Me. GERALD BALFOUR: I can-| 
not reconsider it. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: And| 


you call that fair play to Ireland! 


District Councils and Charitable gifts. 

Sir JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, | 
Northwich): I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Hoard, whether 
he can state how many District Councils 
have asked for and how many have ob- | 
tained the power given to Parish Coun- | 
cils by section 8 of the Local Govern- 
ment Act, 1894, to accept and hold any | 
gifts of property, real or personal, for the | 
benefit of the inhabitants of the parish | 
or any part thereof. 
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| Gentleman opposite. 


| concerned. 
|of the question, the Managers of the 


314 
Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE: May I ask 


if the right hon. Gentleman is aware 
that the medical officer of health for the 
county has reported that the recent out- 
break has been attributable to the 
presence of the vessels and has recom- 
mended that they should be withdrawn 
from the precincts of the Essex Coast. 


Questions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am _ not 
aware of the fact mentioned by the hon. 
Of course, there 
is no dispute as to the fact that these 


‘smallpox hospitals must cause some 
| infection. 


In answer to my hon. and 


| gallant friend, I have to say that I am 
| aware of the occurrence of small-pox on 


the Essex Coast, and have caused a 
Medical Inspector to communicate with 
the Local Authorities in the districts 
As regards the second part 


Metropolitan Asylum District are doing 


| everything in their power to provide the 


hospital accommodation necessary for 
the reception as small-pox cases from the 
Metropolis; but, looking to the large 
number of these cases, I do not in the 


_ present circumstances propose to inter- 
| fere with the discretion of the Managers 


as to the use of the ships to which my 
hon. and gallant friend refers and which 
have been moored in the Thames since 
1885. 


*Mr. D. J. MORGAN (Essex, Wal- 


| thamstow): Could not the ships be moved 


| down into Sea Reach, where there is 


Toe PRESIDENT or tar LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER | 
LonG, Bristol, S.): The power referred | 
toin the Question has been conferred on 
22 Town Councils and 108 Urban Dis- | 
trict Councils. 1am not aware of any | 
instance in which an application for the | 
power has been refused. 


The Small-pox Epidemic. 
* LIEUTENANT-CoLoNEL TUFNELL | 
(Essex, S.E.): I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board, whether 
his attention has been called to the 
continued increase of small-pox on the | 
Essex Coast near Purfleet ; and will he | 
state what steps the Government propose | 
to take to cause the immediate removal 
of the small-pox hospital ships now 
moored there. 





| practically no population whatever on 
| either side of the river ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I cannot 
answer that question definitely, but I 
can tell my hon. friend that every 
possible trouble has been taken to find 
another mooring place for the vessels. 
As my hon. friend knows, it is necessary 
that there should be communication 
with the shore, so that the patients may 
be easily taken to the vessels, and at 
present we have not been able to suggest 
any new place. I will, however, take 
into consideration any suggestion my 
hon. friend may like to make. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): Do 
the Government contemplate any legis- 
lation in view of this epidemic ? 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: No, Sir; no | 
legislation is necessary, that I am aware | 
of, of any kind. 
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as representing the Postmaster General, 
if he will consider the expediency of 


| adopting the Marconi system of wire- 


| less telegraphy as a means of communi- 


Accommodation for Members. 
Mr. FREDERICK WILSON: 


if, on the resignation of the Clerkship of | 
the Parliament by Sir Reginald Palgrave, | 
his house was vacated and his rooms | 
given up for the use of Ministers and | 
Leaders of the Opposition ; and whether, 
now that additional rooms have become | 
vacant by the resignation of Mr. Milman, 
he will consider if the accommodation 
thereby gained can be devoted to the 
service of the general Members of the 
House, who received no benefit on the 
previous occasion. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Doua as, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s) : The question was fully 
considered by the House of Commons | 
Accommodation Committee of 1894. 
That Committee came to the conclusion 
that it was necessary to have a resident 
clerk in the building, and in the face of | 
that report, and the evidence on w hich | 
it was based, I do not think that I could | 
recommend that this residence should | 
be handed over as suggested by the hon. | 
Member. | 


Parliament Buildings— 
Stouework. 
Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- | 
ford): I beg to ask the First Com- 
missioner of Works, whether he will | 
state by whose orders parts of the} 
lobbies and corridors of the Houses of | 
Parliament were painted; whether this | 
stonework was ever painted before ; and | 
whether he will consider the advisability 
of having this paint removed, and the 
stone carefully bleached and pumiced. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: These, 
corridors have been painted for many 
years, and the painting was recently 
renewed in the ordinary course. This 
treatment is certainly not a happy one, 
and I will consider whether some other 
process cannot be adopted. 


Painting of | 
| 





Communication with the 
Outer Hebrides. 


Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness) : 
beg toask the Secretary to the Treasury, 


Telegraphic 





I beg | 


to ask the First Commissioner of Works, | 


cation between the Outer Hebrides and 
the western mainland of Scotland ? 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE jTREASURY (Mr. Austen Cuam- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): For the 
present the existing telegraph cable to 


Stornoway affords adequate means of 


telegraphic communication with the 


Outer Hebrides, and it does not seem 


necessary therefore to take into con- 
sideration the question of the adoption 
of the Marconi system for the purpose. 


Longford Technical School. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he 


'is aware that 10th February has been 


fixed by the County Longford Technical 
Instruction Committee as the last day 


| for entering on the Session for this year. 


Whether it is true that there is great 
delay in procuring the necessary equip- 
ment grants from the Department, 
| which seriously threatens to prevent the 
| opening of the technical school in Long- 
ford. And will he direct the Department 
to grant the necessary aid forthwith. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
reply to the first paragraph is in the 
affimative. The school authorities were 
asked, some weeks ago, to supply to the 
| Department, through the County Tech- 
nical Commitee, a list of the various 
articles required, but this has not yet 
been done. I understand the school 
authorities contemplate an alteration in 
the subjects of instruction. There will 
be no delay on the part of the Depart- 
ment in making equipment grants as 


_soon as it is placed in a position to do so. 


Barrow Drainage. 


Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, 


whether he can state the result of his 
promised investigation, during the 


| Recess, into the condition of things 
I | brought about by the 
| River Barrow, which injuriously affects 


flooding of f the 
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large areas and five important towns in 
King’s County, Queen’s County, and the 
counties of Kildare and Carlow; and 
whether the Government propose taking 
any steps to remedy the evils complained 
of by the inhabitants of those districts. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have carefully 


considered this matter, in conjunction | 
La hl 1 
The | 


with a number of similar projects. 

uestion of arterial drainage is un- 
downey one of importance, but also of 
considerable magnitude. I see no 
immediate prospect of being in a position 
to deal with it. 


Transit of Live Stock in Ireland. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I, 


beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that the carrying companies 
operating in Ireland compel the con- 
signors of live stock to sign through 


consignment notes, in which the com- | 


panies claim to deliver live stock in 
whatever condition they may happen to 
be, and at whatever time is convenient 
to the companies, thus relieving them 
from all liability, except where wilful 
neglect on the part of their servants 
ean be proved; whetherhe is aware that 
a trial has taken place regarding the 
matter ; and whether he will cause in- 
quiries to be made asto the terms and 
conditions of those consignment notes, 
with a view to bringing the carrying 
companies under the operation of the 
Carriers Act in through rate trans- 
actions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The conditions 
embodied in such notes appear to be 
accurately stated in the first part of the 
Question. A trial has taken place but a 
final judgment has not, I believe, been 
given. The matter came before the 
Departmental Committee on Inland 
Transit of Animals, appointed in 1897, 
when the Committee expressed the 
opinion that the matter was one within 
the jurisdiction of the Board of Trade. 


Mr. FIELD: May I point out the 
fact— 


Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
puts himself out of court. He cannot, 
reply to the answer. 
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| Mr. FIELD: Is it not the fact then 
| that when | put this question to the 
| Board of Trade I was referred to the 
‘right hon. Gentleman, who now refers 
'me back ? 


| Mr. WYNDHAM: Perhaps the hon. 
Gentleman will allow me to communi- 
eate withthe right hon. Gentleman. 


Jury Packing at Cork Assizes. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland, 
whether he has been made aware of 
proceedings in Cork at the December 
| Assizes, where in the case of a young 
woman named Bridgid Nealon, alias 
Bridgid Cremer, charged with infanticide, 
64 jurors were ordered to stand by; and 
can he state on whose instructions this 
number of men on the jury list were put 
aside; and, whether the Law Officers ofthe 
Crown have information to the effect 
that the crime of infanticide prevails to 
any extent in the South of Ireland; and, 
if not, can he state why the Crown Counsel 
challenged so many jurors in this case. 

At the same time may I| ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland, whether 
his attention has been called to the pro- 
ceedings at the recent winter assizes in 
Cork ; whether he is aware that in the case 
of Patrick Cusack, charged by the Post- 
master General with the larceny of a 
letter, 59 jurors were ordered by the 
Law Officers of the Crown to stand by; 
and, can he state how many of these 
jurors were Roman Catholics, and was 
this course taken by Crown Counsel with 
the sanction of the Attorney General. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): The duty and responsibility of 
setting aside jurors in these cases 
devolved upon the solicitors for the 
prosecution—in the first case upon the 
Crown Solicitor for Limerick, and in the 
second case upon the Solicitor for the 
Post Office. These officials acted in 
pursuance of the directions contained in 
the Circular dated February, 1894, issued 
by my predecessor in office, and set aside 
men who, in the words of the circular, 
“they had reason to believe were likely 
to be hindered from giving an impartial 
verdict, by favour towards the accused, 


fear of the consequences to their persons, 


N 
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property or trade, or other improper 
motive.” I have never given any special 
directions upon this subject, as I consider 
the directions contained in the Circular 
previse and adequate. I have no infor- 
mation as to the religions of the jurors 
set aside, since that is not a question 
inquired into or considered. It appears 
froin the recently published volume of 
Criminal Statistics that there were 20 
cases of infanticide in Ireland in 1900; 
of these three occurred in Munster, nine 
in Leinster, three in Connaught and five 
in Ulster. 


Mr. FLYNN: Does the Minute quoted 
by the right hon. Gentleman refer in 
any way to postal cases? And may I 
further ask it he is aware that in the | 
first case although over 60 jurors were 
ordered to stand aside the judge directed 
that nine of them should be sworn ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Mr. FLYNN: Will the right hon. 


Gentleman answer the first question ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The Minute applies 
to all cases. 


Mr. FLYNN: I shall put further 
Questions on this, and on the Vote for 
the salary of the right hon. Gentleman 
I will call attention to this scandalous | 
jury packing. 


Maconchy Estate (Longford) Appeals 
Ur. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask | 
Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland, can he 
state by what authority the Land Com- 
mission allowed appeals against fair rents 
fixed on the Maconchy Estate in County 
Longford to be entered by the landlord 
when he was nine weeks late in serving 
the proper notices; is he aware that an 
offer of half a year’s rent paid into their 
hands was made by the landlord to the 











tenants to induce them to waive their 
objections on the point of service; and 
will he call the attention of the Land 


Commission to this case immediately. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The Notices of 
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formal application on notice was made to 
receive the notices, notwithstanding the 
lapse of time. This application the Land 
Commission, in exercise of their un- 
doubted jurisdiction, and on hearing all 
the parties concerned, granted. I have 
no information as to the matter referred 
to in the second part of the Question. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Were the tenants 


represented at the hearing ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : I believe they were, 
I am informed the application was granted 
after hearing all the parties concerned. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Well, the tenants 


were not represented at all. 


Tulla (Postal) Clare Arrangements. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster-General, if 
further arrangements can be made fora 
post Tulla, County 


daily service in 


Clare ? 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
question of affording a daily postal service 
at Tulla, County Clare, is under inquiry, 
and the will 
municate the result to the hon. Member 


Postmaster-General com- 


as soon as possible. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Am I 
to understand that the inquiry is still 
proceeding t | received a communication 
to that effect from the Postmaster-General 


i. °, 
some WeeKS ago. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Yes. 
In these cases It is often necessary to 
collect information, and the inquiry must 
extend over a considerable time to be of 


any value. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I was 
told that the reform would not be 
granted ; yet now the statement is that 
the inquiry is proceeding. I think 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 


now expressing his opinions. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Tf will 


Appeal in these cases were tendered at | puta further question down next week. 


the Land Commission Office almost im 
mediately after the time for lodging them 
had elapsed, and were then refused. 


Some time elapsed, however, before a | t 


Dublin College of Science. 
Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Secre- 
ary to the Treasury, whether he is 
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aware that several years since a certain 
sum of money was ear-marked by the 
Treasury for the erection of a suitable 
College of Science in Dublin; whether 
he can state when the building will be 
commenced; what are the reasons for 
the delay which has occurred; and 
whether he is aware that complaints are 
made regarding the want of facility, 
apparatus, and room in the present 
institution. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
£13,000 was voted in 1899-1900 and 
applied towards the purchase of part of the 
site for a new College. I hope shortly to 
introduce a bill for the acquisition of the 
rest of the site, for the provision of funds 
for the new building, and other pur- 
poses. [have satisfied myself, by personal 
inspection of the existing College, that 
that building is quite inadequate to the 
work which it is intended to perform. 


Suggested Ministry of Commerce. 

Mr. FIELD: | beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury, whether it is 
intended to increase the scope, powers, 
and personnel of the Board of Trade, or 
to appoint a Minister of Commerce with 
a-modification of the Board of Trade 
Department. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid I 
cannot ald anything to the answer I 
have already given on this subject, nor 
am I able as at present advised to hold 
out any strong hope of the hon. Member’s 
wishes being carried into effect. 


Galway Election. Position of Mr. Lynch. 

KARL PERCY (Kensington, S.): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury, 
whether his attention has been called to 
the proceedings of this House on 21st 
July, 1856, on 13th July, 1891, and on 
llth February, 1892, in respect of Mem- 
bers for whose arrest a warrant had 
been issued; and whether he intends to 
make a Motion ordering that Mr. Arthur 
Lynch do attend the House upon a 
future day. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In answer to 
my noble friend | have to say that, as 
the House is aware (for I made a state- 


ment on Friday last), steps will be taken 
to arrest the Member for Galway as soon 
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as he lands on these shores. The prece- 
dents to which my noble friend calls my 
attention have been considered; they 
are not quite on all fours with the present 
ease, and I do not think any statement 
of the course we ought to pursue is at 
present advisable. 


Resignation of the Clerk of the House. 

(4.10.) Tue FIRST LORD or THE 
TREASURY (Mr. A. Batrour, Man- 
chester, K.): I rise in accordance with the 
announcement I made on ‘Thursday last, 
and in conformity I well believe with the 
wishes and sentiments of every part of 
the House, to ask them to pass a resolu- 
tion of thanks to Mr. Archibald John 
Seott: Milman, C.B., soon, | am author- 
ised to say, to be Sir Archibald Milman, 
for the services he has rendered to this 
louse and to the Chair. Few words 
will be necessary on my part to recom- 
mend this Resolution to the House, 
because the work of the Clerk of the 
House of Commons comes before the 
personal notice of almost every man in 
the House, and every man ‘n the House 
is qualified to offer an opinion upon it. 
! am sure that the unanimous opinion 
which all would offer, with regard to 
the services of Mr. Miiman, is that 
they were uniformly rendered gladly 
and willingly, and that he always 
placed his unrivalled experience and 
knowledge of the House of Commons 
at the service of any Member, what- 
ever his personal position or stafws in 
the House might be, or from whatever 
party he might be drawn. Mr. Milman’s 
life was spent in the service of this 
louse, his whole energies were absorbed 
by it, he lived in it and he lived for 
it; and for these reasons, and they 
need not be amplified, I am sure the 
House will agree with me in the 
Resolution which I now beg to move. 


Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): This is a matter on 
which there will be not only unanimity 
but cordial unanimity in every part of 
this House. As the right hon. Gentle- 
man has said, we have all had an 
opportunity for ourselves of judging 
of the nature of the services ren ered 
by Mr. Milman; we have seen how 
extraordinary was his acquaintance with 
N2 
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the history and precedents which guide 
our proceedings; and we have seen 
how shrewd and true was his judgment 
where a question arose on which judg- 
ment could be exercised. But, above 
all, we have all experienced the extreme 
courtesy and kindness with which he 
rendered his assistance to the individual 
Members of the House. The House of 
Commons as an institution will suffer 
a heavy loss through the retirement of 
Mr. Milman. We are the poorer for all 
our purposes without him; and if any- 
thing were required to add to our sense 
of regret it would be the nature of the 
cause which has compelled him to 
withdraw his services from us. 


Resolved, nemine contradicente, That 
Mr. Speaker be requested to convey to 
Mr. Archibald John Scott Milman, C.B.. 
on his retirement from the office of Clerk 
of the House, the assurance of its sincere 
appreciation of the valuable aid it has 
derived from his intimate acquaintance 
with the law and custom of Parliament, 
acquired during upwards of forty-five 
years of devoted service in different 
offices, of which thirty-one have been 
passed at the Table of the House, where 
his accurate knowledge and ready advice 
have rendered constant assistance to the 
House and its Members, in the conduct 
of its ever-increasing business.—(J/r, A. 
J. Balfour.) 


ADDRESS IN REPLY TO HIS MAJESTY’S | 


MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 
[Tutrp Day’s DEBATE. ] 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Main Question [16th January]. 
‘That an humble Address be presented 
to His Majesty, as followeth :— 


“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“‘We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the | 


United Kingdom of Great Britain and 


Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg | 


leave to offer our humble thanks to 
Your Majesty for the Gracious Speech 
which Your Majesty has addressed to 
both Houses of Parliament.’’—Colonel 
Harry McCalmon:.) 


{COMMONS} 
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Main Question again proposed. Debate 
resumed :—- 

SOUTH AFRICA—CONDUCT OF THE 

WAR. 

* (4.15.) Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, 
Prestwich): In proposing the Amend- 
ment with which I am entrusted by my 
right hon. friend the Leader of the 
Opposition, I hope I may claim the 
indulgence and patience of the House 
in the, to me, somewhat difficult position 
in which I am placed. I am_ sensible 
that an importance may be attached to 
my words which my position in this 
House would not otherwise give. The 
| first part of the Amendment may possibly 
seem unnecessary in view of the support 
which the Government have always 
reccived from the great bulk of the 
Liberal Party, when they have asked 
for supplies to carry on the war. 
But, Sir, we have been told that all 
speeches delivered here, and even those 
delivered in the country, are read by the 
Boers. It is, therefore, I take it, ab- 
solutely necessary that on an occasion 
of this sort the position of the Liberal 
Party should be clearly and absolutely 
defined. This might not have been so 
necessary, had it not been for speeches 
by Members opposite, who have done 
their best to convince the Boers that a 
large section of the English people are 
‘anxious for the British arms to fail. 
Statements and insinuations of this kind 
are recognised in England as merely the 
| Weapons of party welfare; but the 
effect on the Boers must be very different. 
| What could possibly encourage them more 
than to be told that every vote given 
}at the last election to a liberal was a 
| vote given to the Boers, when about two- 
fifths of the electors voted for Liberals on 
that occasion? What could give them 
greater encouragement than to be told 
by the Colonial Secretary that two-thirds 
| of the liberal Members of this House had 
wished for the success of Boer diplomacy ! 
It is to remove the ill effect of such 
declarations by hon. and right hon. Mem- 
bers opposite that the first part of this 
Amendment is necessary. The war must 
| be ended, and it must be ended by the 
triumph of British arms. That has been 
the belief of Liberais from the commence- 
'ment of the war, and to accomplish that 
end they have always voted the necessary 
| Supplies and given the Government their 
/support in measures to accomplish this 
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end. It is as to the best method of ending 
the war and ending it in such a way as to 
secure the lasting peace and prosperity of 
South Africa that differences arise. 


Now, Sir, some of the methods adopted | 


by the Government have, in my opinion, 
not only not tended to the speedy 
termination of the war, but have done 
something towards assuring the fulfilment 
of the prophecy of the right hon. Gentle- 


man the Colonial Secretary, when he said : | 


‘A war in South Africa would leave behind 
it the embers of strife which I believe gener- 
ations would hardly be long enough to 
extinguish ” 

Amongst these methods I class the 
policy of severity, which was at one time 
so popular with the Press, which included 
indiscriminate farm burning, and the con- 
temptibly mean policy of putting on half 
rations the women and children whose 
husbands and fathers were still in the 
field ; but, above all, I condemn the compel- 
ling of neighbours, friends and relations of 
rebels to go and witness their execution. 
To me that is a barbarous policy, and 
although I do not suppose for a moment 
that the Government ever knew what was 
being done, I think they would have safe- 
guarded the reputation of this country if 
they had declared their disapproval of it. 

In this connection, I should like to say 
that, whilst not giving any opinion as to 
the necessary or otherwise of theexecutions 
that have taken place under martial law, 
I would like to associate myself with the 
opinion of an eminent writer who said,— 

“A brave race can forget the victims of the 
battletield, but never those of the scaffold. 
The making of political martyrs, is the last” 
insanity of statemanship.” 

Then there was the policy of proclama- 
tions, there was the premature proclama 
tion of annexation, the proclamation 


rendering it criminal for Boers to continue | 


fighting, the proclamation threatening to 
burn farms within ten miles of where ¢ 
railway was destroyed. Then there was 
that last, and, in my opinion, the most 
foolish of them all—the proclamation or- 
daining banishment of all Boer leaders 
who did not surrender before September 
15th. This proclamation has been in 
force since that date, and if it has any 
etfect at all, it can only be, to deter the 
Boers leaders from surrendering, for they | 
are told that if they surrender they will 
be permanently banished. 
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South African affairs, speaking in his own 
constituency, said :— 


‘There were two classes of Boers—those 
whom they had caught and those whom they 
had not caught. They might do anything they 

| liked to those they had caught; they might 
make them Prime Ministers of England, or 

| Knights of the Garter, or cut off their heads, 
or boil them in oil, but nothing they could do 
to them would help them to catch those other 
Boers who had not been caught. The worse 
they treated those they had canght, the harder 
it would be to catch the others.” 


I agree with the hon. Member, and 
I also agree with him when he said— 
and he said it bitterly—it was “ vigour 
aud not rigour” that we wanted. The 
hon. Member seems to have a way 
of saying—especially on South African 
matters—what we on this side of the 
House think. I think this proclamation 
/should be withdrawn if only to make 
it easier for individual leaders to 
surrender. Who are the people who 
are the most anxious, and always have 
been the most anxious, for stringent 
measures in connection with the war ? 
They are the inhabitants of Cape 
Colony, and Natal, and the refugees from 
the Transvaal in the Cape and in 
London. Now, whilst there are un- 
doubtedly a large number of the refugees 
fighting in the field, there are a still 
greater number who ought to be fight- 
ing, but who are contenting themselves 
with talking and advocating severity 
against the Boers. I confess it is with 
some impatience that I hear of men 
| who made large fortunes under Kruger’s 
corrupt oligarchy crying for greater 
severity from their secure retreat of 
Deer Forests and shooting boxes in 
Scotland and hunting boxes in England. 
These are the men whose opinions and 
predictions have been wrong about every- 
thing in connection with South Africa, 
both before and during the war, the 
principal reason being that to such up- 
to-date gentlemen the idea never occurred 
that anyone could be so foolish as to 
fight to the death for his country. 

I agree with Dr. Conan Doyle, when 
he says that- 

‘“The Boer is not a coward, or a man un- 
worthy of the British steel. Could we have 
such men as willing fellow-citizens they are 
worth all the gold mines of their country,” 


| T am anxious that a settlement shall be 


made, by which these people shall become 


The junior Member for Oldham, who | willing feilow-citizens instead of dis- 


speaks with considerable knowledge on | contented conspirators. I prefer a peace 
| 


| 
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under which men like Botha and Delarey 
ean lay down their arms with honour, 
and almost immediately take part in 
some way or other in the Government 
of the country. I believe if such a 
settlement could be secured the necessity 
for a large body of troops in South 
Africa would soon be over. I also agree 
with Mr. J. B. Robinson when he says 
‘*He sees nothing grotesque in Boers being 
immediately ‘allowed to enter the Councils of 
the States and sit side by side with the British 
representatives, for the purpose of bringing 
about a solution of the past and _ present 
difficulties, and with the view of shaping the 
administration of affairs for the mutual advant- 
age of all parties.’” 
I hope, therefore, that in any further 
negotiations which may take place a more 
liberal spirit will be displayed than that 
which has hitherto resulted in the continu- 
ance of the war. The first time when terms 
of peice were spr ken of was on May 13th, 
1904 when General Botha asked for the 
terms of peace from General Buller, who 
referred the question to Lord Roberts. 
Lord Roberts, presumably acting as the 
mouthpiece of the Government, sent back 
the answer that certain terms would be 
granted, but that those who had com- 
manded portions of the Republean forces, 
or had taken an active part in the policy 
which brought about the war, were excep- 
ted from these terms. The only terms 
offered to these people were unconditional 
surrender, Sir, if the rank and file of the 
Boers ever knew the terms that were 
offered (which I think is very question- 
able) it is to their honour that they did 
not accept them at the price of deserting 


their leaders. Now it was on this 
occasion that the policy of humilia- 
tion was inaugurated. It is now a 


year and eight months since, and I 
cannot think that those who are re- 
sponsible for these harsh terms can look 
back with complacency upon their policy. 
Then, Sir, we had the Kitchener and 
Botha negotiations, in which the recom- 
mendations made by the soldier in the 
field, who knew all the circumstances of 
the case, were whittled down and made 
unacceptable by the Government at home. 
In my opinion, it was on the question 
of amnesty that these negotiations failed, 
and it does seem to me a pity that His 
Majesty’s Government should ask a Boer 
Commander to do what I do not believe a 
single member of the Government would 
be capable of, namely to desert the friends 
who had come to his assistance in his time 
Mr, Cawley. 
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of need. There is no authentic account 
of any negotiations having taken place 
since that time, but I take this oppor- 
tunity of asking if any negotiations have 
taken place or any overtures from any 
Boer delegates have been conveyed to 
any member of His Majesty’s Government, 
since that date with reference to the 


| termination of the war in Sonth Africa. 


Tut SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CuampBer.ary, 
Birmingham, W.): Does the hon. Member 


Wish me to answer him now ? 


Mr. CAWLEY assented. 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: There is no 


foundation whatever for the report. 


Mr. CAWLEY : Since the last negotia- 
tions, the speeches of the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite seem to show that 
they look forward to unconditional sur- 
render, failing that, a process of gradual 
wearing down without general surrender 
and without finality of any sort. The 
latter seemed to be Lord Milner’s idea, if 
we are to judge by his Durban speech. 
Hon Members opposite seem fond of 
the idea of unconditional surrender, hut, 
Sir, their desire for it is shared in a 
strange quarter, and with far other objects 
in view to those which they profess. 
Amongst the captured correspondence 
published the other day was a letter from 
Mr. Schalk Burger to Mr. Steyn. In that 
letter Mr. Schalk Burger expressed his 
preference for unconditional surrender, so 
that the Boers can, in these words 

“Keep alive our oppressed national spirit 

and cause it to come to life again.” 
Mr. Schalk Burger looks forward in the 
same way of finishing the war as right 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, and does 
so because he believes it will render 
impossible a final settlement under the 
British flag. 

But if a general surrender without 
conditions is not effected, if there is as 
Lord Milner said “no formal end of the 
war,” then the prospect is alarming still. 
No one can look forward with equanimity 
to a prolonged hunting down of our 
enemies until armies are replaced by small 
bands, and the bands finally break up into 
desperate individuals. Distinction will 
then be impossible between the fighting 
burgher and the bushranging robber, and 


the war will end in a blood-stained series 
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of executions, and reprisals. 
of the scaffold (whose creation, as I have 
before said, ought to be avoided) would 
increase in number and go down in Dutch 
traditions as martyrs for their country, 
and act as an incentive to future genera- 
tions to hate and resist British Rule. 

The First Lord said the other night 
that he hoped the Amendment would 
make the position clear as to what was 
that the Liberals desired in 
with the war, and the termination of the 
war. The right hon. Gentleman said— 

“The Boers say (so far as we know), we are 
not going to surrender our independence, and 
we say you are going to surrender your inde- 
pendence, and there the matter stands.” 
I do not think this is quite the real 
attitude of the Boers, but if the leaders 
are to keep their followers in the field, 
it is no doubt the one they are obliged 
to assume, and we know that so long 
ago as last March General Botha was 
willing to treat on the basis of no inde- 
pendence. What we want to know is, 
providing the Boers are wishful to treat 
on the basis of no independence, will the 
Government treat on terms other than 
unconditional surrender, 


The first Lord spoke at Manchester of 
terms which the Government “ have 
repeatedly and explicitly stated to the 
world at large.” | myself heard the 
President of the Board of Trade make 
what purported to be such a statement, 
in answer to a challenge thrown out 
by Mr. Asquith ; but, I do not see that 
there was any Statement of terms made 
at all; it seemed to me that they were 
merely a forecast of what His Majesty's 
Government would do if the Boers 
surrendered unconditionally. More- 
over, any effect that these statements 
of intention may have had has since 


we shall have to “ do whatever the cir- 
cumstances under our eyes may dictate 


{20 January 1902} 


The victims ! 


connection | 


ihelp in this war and 
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I notice that the Colonial Secretary, 
theother day at Birmingham, said: “ You 
are not entitled to!make peace unless it is 
upon terms which will be satisfactory” 
to the Colonies.” That is to say that even 
if we get a chance of peace likely to be 
lasting and beneficial to South Africa and 
satisfactory to this country we are not to 
grant it if the Colonies disapprove of it. 
This seems to me an_ extraordinary 
proposition. The people of the British 
Islands, who pay for the War, are not to 
end it unless the end is satisfactory to the 
Colonies. Now the Colonies by their 
their fighting 
qualities have earned our admiration and 
gratitude, but they have not earned 
(nor I believe would they claim) a right 
to interefere in a matter such as this. 
Colonial opinion is valuable, and the 
interests of the loyal population of Cape 
Colony must be consulted, but this affords 
no ground for allowing them to gratify 
their desire for vengeance on their neigh- 
hours at the expense of the British Empire. 
We desire conditional, not unconditional 
surrender. We do not want to have to rule 
by force of arms as subjugated people. 
we want to give to South Africa what we 
said we wished to procure, namely, 
“equal rights for all white men,” and 
hecause we think, as far as the policy 
of the Government can be judged from 
their utterances, that they are not using 
the best means to attain these objects 
that I have ventured to criticise their 
policy and beg to move the Amendment 
to the Address. 


*(4,40.) Mr. McKENNA (Monmouth, 
N.): In rising to second the Amendment, I 
wish to follow the line which has been 
so ably taken by my hon. friend. I 
hope, Sir, that there will be no pretence 


On ‘that the meaning and purpose of the 
been minimised by the remark—that | 


tous”—which was made by the Prime | 


Minister in another place. In my opinion 
it isnot so mucha question of offering the 
Boers terms, upon which there arevarious 
opinions. Whatis wanted first of all is 


Amendment are not perfectly clear. The 
other day, when speaking on the main 
question, the First Lord of the Treasury 
declared himself wholly unable to under- 
stand the position of the Leader of the 
Opposition, or Lord Rosebery, with re- 
gard to their policy in South Africa. 
I cannot help thinking that, with a little 


an abandonment of the present hopeless | goodwill, he would have understood it 


position, a declaration that overtures if | perfectly. 


It will add enormously to 


offered will be received, and thecancella- | the difficulties of discussing the South 
tion of proclamations like the banish-| African question if plain language is 


ment one, which hinder 
surrenders, and embitter resistance. 


individual | to be pronounced unintelligible. 


The 
Leader of the Opposition, both in this 
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House and in the St. James’s Hall, made | Nothing could give me greater satis- 
his views abundantly clear, and, to my | faction than to hear the policy of uncon- 


mind, convincing, and I thought the 


language of Lord Rosebery at Chester- | 


field was as lucid, and his proposals as 
precise, as his policy was wise. 
The policy which is regretted in the 
Amendment is one which prolongs the 
war, and the policy which is put forward 
as an alternative to it is one which we 
believe will lead to peace. It is the policy 
of Chesterfield, the policy of the Leader 
of the Opposition, the policy of the 
Liberal Party, definite, unmistakable, 
with every characteristic mark on it of 
the traditional Liberalism to which the 
Colonial Secretary still offers occasional 
sacrifice. It would end the war in a regular 
way by regular terms of peace. It would 
concede terms as a condition of peace. It 
is the antithesis of the policy of uncon- 
ditional surrender. One of the terms, 


primarily essential, which admits of no | 


change, is the incorporation of the late 


Boer Republics in the Empire, but that | 


being established the policy is to admit 
other terms as subjects for negotiation, 
and as means of conciliation. There is 
no ambiguity about this. Does the first 
Lord really fail to distinguish between 
such a policy, and a policy of uncon- 
ditional surrender! Can he not see the 
difference between a treaty of peace 
which provides for incorporation in the 
Empire, but which gives guarantees on 
other matters, and a proclamation which 
says, “Lay down your arms without 
terms, or when we catch you we'll exile 
you.” The difference is very obvious to 
me. The one is admitted to result in a 
smouldering fire of animosity, liable to 
break out again and again; the other, as 
we hope, will enable us to extinguish the 
flame. 

Sir, I daresay I may be told that [ 
have not accurately described the policy 
of the Government. I remember a speech 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer in 
which he stated that the Government 
had been willing to grant terms as a con- 
dition of peace, and I remember the rather | 
remarkable manner in which the Duke of 
Devonshire testified to the accuracy of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer as a careful 
man. I frankly admit that the Govern- 
ment have not always pursued a course 
of hostility to a peace on terms. In the 
chaos of proclamations and ministerial 
speeches since the war began, authority 


can be found for almost any policy. | 


Mr. MeKenna. 


‘right choice. 


ditional surrender disavowed to-day. 
We must judge of the intentions of the 
Government by the latest authoritative 
evidence. First, there is the proclamation 
which came into force on September 15th ; 
we have in that unconditional surrender 
pure and simple: it threatens penalties 
against all who have not surrendered by 
a specific date. Two speeches by the 
Colonial Secretary, one in this House 
last August and the other at Edinburgh, 
confirm this as the policy of the Govern- 
ment: in both of them he deprecates 
terms as a condition of peace. Finally, 
I will refer to the recent speech of the 
mouthpiece of the Government in South 
Africa, in which, in apparent direct reply 
to Lord Rosebery, Lord Milner advises 
us not to fidget about negotiations. 
I have not quoted the newspapers in this 
country which usually support the Govern- 
ment—one can see in them almost any 
day a naked advocacy of unconditional 
surrender. Nor have | quoted the speech 
of the Cape Prime Minister. The Govern- 
ment are not respcnsible for these utter- 
ances. But they are responsible for the 
September proclamation, and the Colonial 
Secretary and Lord Milner in Africa are 
their acknowledged and authoritative 
representatives. We are entitled, then, 
to ask if the policy of unconditional 
surrender is the settled policy of the 
Government. If it be so, I hope we 
shall hear no more apologies based on 
the alleged insistence of the Boers on 
sovereign independence. If we make it 
known that we refuse to consider any 
terms at all, we cannot expect the Boer 
leaders to do otherwise than encourage 
their burghers by the extremest demands. 

In discussing this question of policy, 
no one can ignore the difficulty in which 
the Government is placed by loyalist 
sentiment in South Africa. But the 
difficulty is not a new one. ‘Twice before 
in our history the British Government 
has had to make the choice between 
adhesion to the extreme sentiment of 
the Colonial loyalists and a_ prudent 


recognition of the claims of their 
adversaries. This choice divided Tory 


from Whig in the American Revolution. 
It distinguished Liberal from Conservative 
in the Canadian settlement. Nobody 
to-day has any doubt as to which was the 
The modern Unionist 
party claim to have inherited all the 
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best traditions of the older Liberalism. 
Let them justify their claim by their | 
choice of policy in South Africa. The’ 
difficulties with the loyalistsof the Cape are | 
not greater than those which confronted 
Lord Durham in Canada. I am not going | 
to quote from his marvellously instructive 
report. Its application to the present 
situation is so striking, that if the 
parallel be once begun it would be 
difficult to leave off. But I would like 
to remind the House vf the reception 
that the report received at the hands 
of the Canadian loyalists. They showed 
the most intense and unrelenting indig- 
nation. I will quote just one passage 
from a work by Dr. Henry in 1839, 
expressing himself in the language he 
wss accustomed to hear. 

“It cannot be very satisfactory to Lord 
Durham to find that his elaborate report has 
been copied and circulated with avidity by 
the disloyal in both provinces, and has now 
become the very manual of treason, lowering 
the character of the British nation, the British 
Government and Colonial Government, per- 
verting the weak-minded by its sophistry, and 
seducing the well-affected, or filling them with 
doubt or despondency. It has unquestionably 
re-animated the drooping courage of the 
traitorous and of the exiles in the States, 
and kindled anew the almost extinct 
sympathies of their American friends, who 
have engraved the name of Lord Durham 
on the blades of their bowie knives in 
demonstration of their idea of the certain 
result of * Responsible Government.’ ” 

Lord Durham’s report a manual of 
treason! Sir, the “ manual of treason” is 
to-day the charter of loyalty. We are 
accustomed to hear echoes of similar 
language at this time ; all honour to 
those who have had the courage and 
firmness to withstand the clamour. When 
the Colonial Secretary challenges the 
patriotism of the Liberal Party, it is a 
comfort to know that that party has 
suffered as much and worse before, in 
the best of causes and with the approval 
of history. The policy based on Lord 
Durham’s report secured for Canada the 
very objects we desire in South Africa. 
We are all at one as to what we 
desire. We are all anxious to secure 
ourselves against the danger of a 
second war; we all desire to see order, 
goodwill and prosperity established in 
South Africa on the firm basis of free 
and enlightened institutions; we all 
desire the prospect of some return for 
our sacrifices in this war. Where we 
differ is in the means to secure these 
ends. I wish our experience of the 
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wisdom and foresight of the Government 
gave us a better security for their being 
right now. 

What steps do we see them taking to 
secure the objects we have in view ? They 
guard themselves against a second war by 
never ending the first; free and en- 
lightened institutions in South Africa are 
sought by the indefinite prolongation of 
martial law and the suspension of the 
Cape Constitution; a return for our 
sacrifices is promised in the privilege of 
paying for an army of occupation. No- 
thing is undertaken to prepare for the 
final and most difficult problems, the 
return of the prisoners and the settlement 
of the ultimate form of government. Re- 
opening the mines is not the same as estab- 
lishing free and enlightened institutions, 


'and handsome dividends to mine-owners 


are a poor compensation for a military 
expenditure vastly in excess of the whole 
of the dividends. When we turn from 
unconditional surrender to a policy of 
admitting terms as a condition of peace, 


| our difficulties are immediately lightened. 


By terms we can bind the Boer leaders 
to us. They are worth keeping. They 
deserve the fine tribute the Colonial 
Secretary paid to their courage and 
tenacity at Edinburgh. Peace and order 
will be far more secure if the Boer 
leaders are pledged to us than if we 
should eventually be able to force them 
into a hostile and uncovenanted  sub- 
mission. <A treaty of peace would mark 
a new epoch in the settlement of South 
Africa; it would be the proper occasion 
for resuming the Constitution of the 
Cape and for abolishing martial law. We 
should save to our taxpayers the greater 
bulk of £80,000,000 a year. I do not 
put forward the question of cost as a 
main principle in guiding our policy, 
but I would not be deterred from a wise 
peace because incidentally it would save 
us £80,000,000 a year. The terms out- 
lined by Lord Rosebery at Chesterfield 
may not be approved by the ruling class 
at Cape Town and Johannesburg, but 
they are the terms of a statesman, and 
they have the sanction of our former 
experience. Looking to the future of 
South Africa, if | could have my choice 
of secing the Secretary of State for War 
rise in his place and tell us that our 
columns had captured the last Boer com- 
mando in the field against us, or of hear- 
ing the Colonial Secretary inform the 
House that peace. had been secured on 
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the basis of Lord Rosebery’s terms, I 
would infinitely rather listen to the 


message of peace. 

| have not referred to the action of the 
Government from the military point of 
view. I fear that the errors which we 
have seen on the military side are being 
repeated on the political. There is the 
same incurable optimism which fails to 
grasp the real nature of the problem ; 
the same disregard of the Imperial 
danger which a permanently unpacified 
South Africa must be to us; of the cost 
to the taxpayer; of the danger to our 
foreign relations. Money, they think, 
an buy anything, force do everything. 
These beliefs have led to perpetual illu- 
sion and disillusion; and, therefore, 
while we are prepared, as heretofore, to 
make every necessary sacrifice to uphold 
the honour of the country, we wish to be 
assured that force is being guided by 
intelligence, and that the most obvious 
lessons of our history are not being 
flouted and ignored. 


Amendment proposed, at the end 
the Question, to add the words,-— 

‘ But we humbly represent to Your Majesty 
that this House, while prepared to support all 
proper measures for the effective prosecution 
of the war in South Africa, is of opinion that 
the course pursued by Your Majesty's 
Ministers, and their attitude with regard toa 
settlement, have not conduced to the early 
termin: ition of the w: ir and the establishment 
of a durable peace :’—( Mr. Carley.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 


be there added.” 


* (5.0.) Mason SEELY, (Isle of Wight): 
I would not venture to trespass upon the 
time of this House, but I have thought, 
as I have been an eye witness of a part 
of the operations a few words from me 
might clear up some apprehensions 
which appear to exist. As I understand 
this Amendment and the speeches of the 
mover and seconder, the complaint made 
against His Majesty’s Government. is, 
firstly, the extreme severity that has 
been practiced in this war, and secondly, 
that the attitude as regards 
tion at the present time is such that we 
are less likely to bring the war to a 
successful conclusion than if 
attitude had been adopted. 
severity I say, without hesitation that for 
my own part, during a yearand a half I saw 
no severity which was in any way com- 
parable to what might have been reason- 
Mr, McKenna, 
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ably expected. ‘The collecting of women 
and children together in concentration 
camps and the consequent suffering was 
referred to by the mover of the Amend- 
ment. I may say that, as I saw the con- 
centration camps being formed, and saw 
the circumstances that led up to their 
being formed, and what happened to the 
unfortunate women and children there, 
possibly I may be able to throw some 
little light on the subject. It was as long 
ago as November in the year before last 
that I myself brought a message from a 
Boer hamlet, written | ry the women of 
the place, imploring the general under 
whom I had the honour to serve to send 
them food for their children, who were 
suffering from the lack of such things as 
sugar and milk, without which children 
cannot well live, or else to bring these 
children into some British camp and 
there to feed them. It so happened that 
at that moment we became engaged with 
a small force of the enemy who, we had 
reason to believe, were the very relations 
of those women. Of course, no one would 
for a moment blame them for attacking 
us, but it completed the irony of the situ- 
ation that while these women were ap- 
pealing to us either to feed them or bring 
them in, their husbands and brothers and 
relations were demonstrating the im- 
possibility of bringing the food to them, 
Further, we had to reflect that in bring- 
ing them into the British camp where an 
epidemic was raging with great severity 
amongst our own troops it Was a certainty 
that the loss of life would be terrible. I 
say, however, without the least hesitation, 
that it was absolutely unavoidable, quite 
apart from the devastation of the country, 
to bring these women and children into 
the camps. It has not often been re- 
ferred to, but it must be remembered that, 
apart from the food question, these women 
and children were living among a, black 
population, to a great extent hostile to 
them. I! myself had frequently to punish 
natives for acts of aggression against 
the Dutch population during the brief 
truce of the year before last. ‘The natural 
protectors of the women and children had 
been taken from them, and if they had 
been left on the farms, although it might 
have been better for us in a military point 
of view, their sufferings would have been 
ten times greater than they were in the 
British camps, andJthe loss of life would 
been greater. They would have 
| suffered death, and worse than death. 
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The speeches of the proposer and 
seconder of the Amendment seemed to 
me to proceed on an assumption absolutely 
unfounded ; in 
one would have 
attitude of the Government, as opposed 
to that of the Opposition, was that 
the Government was to govern these 
people by foree, while the attitude of 
the other side was that they intended 
te give them representative self-govern- 
ment. Now, the Government has never 
said that it is intended to govern the 
Boers without a constitution. But as 
long as the enemy is determined not to 
submit to us until they are unable to 
fight turther, we must continue to conduct 
our warlike operations. I presume the 
idea is that as we have now been engaged 
for over two years in this war the Govern- 
ment must change its policy. That, it is 
said, is essential, because as the war has 
lasted for two years it may otherwise go 
on for six or ten years. But that is a 
view which does not take into considera- 
tion one elementary fact. The leaders of 
the Boers—and I have spoken to hundreds 
of Boers and have a knowledge of their 
language—have viewed this matter from 
a military stand-point, and have deter- 
mined that as long as they have the 
remotest chance of success they would not 
surrender. It must be borne in mind 
that they hadva very good chance of 
success—although that may be a surprise 
to some hon. Members. About a year 
ago itis probable that the forces of the 
enemy in the field who were mounted and 
able to strike were greater than the similar 
forces at the disposal of Lord Kitchener. 
(Hox. Members: Oh! Oh!) I believe 
that to be the case, and on investigation 
it will be found to be true. But the 
situation has now been entirely changed 
owing to the strategy of Lord Kitchener 
and the unfailing devotion of the British 
troops ; and it should be apparent to the 
Boers now that their chance of succeeding 
issmall indeed. The time is critical for 
us, but I am certain that if we resolutely 
press on, fighting as hard as we can, the 
Boer leaders will see the futility of their 
resistance as the next winter draws on in 
South Africa. On the other hand, I 
believe that if we go to them, hat in 
hand, and say, “ Will you accept those 
terms,” and if they said, “No,” and we 
asked, “ Will you accept something less,” 
then possibly that would make them 


change their minds, and induce them to | 
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think that there is still a chance for them’ 
'Hon. Members opposite have not a. 
‘monopoly of admiration for the many 
good qualities, and especially the bravery 
of our enemy. But if it is true, as | con- 
ceive it to be true, that we cannot finish 
this war by threats, it is as true that 
we cannot cajole the Boers into sub- 
mission; and to go now and ask them 
under what terms they will be kind 
enough to rid us of this terrible war, 
would be in the last degree unwise. I 
am convinced of the extreme unwisdom 
of the course proposed on the other side 
in regard to opening up further negotia- 
tions at the present time. 


*(5.10.) Sm CHARLES DILKE 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean): The 
hon. and gallant Member who has just sat 
down has performed brilliant services in 
South Africa which are the envy of his 
military colleagues, and which have won 
the respect of us all. But | cannot say 
that his speech struck me as being in any 
sense an answer to the case as presented 
to the House by my hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for the Prestwich Division. My hon. 
friend who seconded the Amendment In 
the speech which I think was the most 
capable I ever heard him deliver, made 
no such suggestion as the hon. and 
gallant Member appeared to ascribe to 


him. And therefore his speech stands 
without reply from the hon. and 
gallant Member — especially to the 


notable and magnificent passage in regard 
to the parallel of the case of Canada. 
All in this House, on both sides, are 
agreed as to the disastrous effect produced 
both in South Africa and on our national 
interests at home by the prolongation 
of the war. It is almost impossible 
to exaggerate or over-estimate the harm 
which is being done in South Africa, and 
naturally we all recognise that it is un- 
wise to prolong the war, in our own 


interest. The question is, “What has 
made the prolongation of the war 


necessary.” It has had this effect 
in Europe at all events, that it has led to . 
our isolation in the world. That isolation 
is even admitted by the Colonial Secretary, 
who only three years ago suggested our 
alliance with a great Continental power. 
Again, only three years ago, the First 
Lord of the Admiralty came down to the 
House and told us that the relations 
between Italy and ourselves were such 
that weshould not be alone in the event 
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of a war in the basin of the Mediterranean. 
Why has that state of things come to an 
end? Why has the understanding with 
Italy been replaced by an understanding 
between Italy and another Power; why 
are we isolated, and why is the prolonga- 
tion of the war a horror in regard to the 
future of South Africa! We all desire 
to bring this war toa close and to 
blame the causes which have led to its 
prolongation. There is some further 
agreement between us. There is agree- 
ment ,that peace would be desirable if 
it could be attained without humiliation. 
But the difficulty is that hon. Members 
opposite have tied themselves up. They 
cannot obtain peace without humiliation 
on account of their declarations. It is 
they that have created the diflicutly. Now 
the difficulty first arose when we saw 
them stating that however desirable 
peace might be, there could be no peace 
because there was no power, no persons 
with authority to speak, with whom they 
could treat. It was understood that they 
were forcing themselves at all hazards to 
go on to the end of absolute destruction. 
It we ssible for them to treat on any 
terms a . without humiliation. From 
their own point of view what should they 
have done ! When Lord North had 
failed, and had been turned out at the 
later stage of the American War, he 
made a speech to his successor, in which 
he said that the alternative was either to 
make an honourable peace, or to wage 
vigorous war. But the Government 
have put themselves in the position that 
they cannot make an honourable peace, 
because there is no one with whom to treat, 
without humiliation. That is the gravest 
of all their grave mistakes, and I confess 
that I cannot concede that they have carried 
on the war with vigour. We are in this 
ditliculty, that we are dependent for our 
news, for our knowledge of what is 
occurring in South Africa, on the War 
Ottice and the Military Censor. The 
Leader of the House has told us that 
the Government have placed all the 
information they have at our disposal. 
I doubt the accuracy of the statement. 
I should be much astonished if the private 
letters and telegrams of Lord Kitchener 
to the Secretary of State for War, and 
the private telegrams and letters from 
the Chief of the Staff to Lord Roberts, 
are not even more important. At all 
events, God help them if that is all the 
information they have. It is impossible 


Sir Charles Ditke. 
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Lord Kitchener, without seeing that the 
country is kept in a fool’s paradise, and 
has been kept throughout in a fool’s 
paradise with reference to this war, 
Hon. Members hear, of course, a great 
deal that they cannot quote in this 
House. Many hon. Members see letters 
from leading generals in the field which 
cannot be quoted, but we know the 
opinion of these generals, and what 
they feel in regard to what is called 
the vigorous conduct of the war. Last 
session we were again led to think 
that, in the opinion of the Government, 
the war was virtually over. They had 
published the famous proclamation of 


which the hon. Member who moved 
this Amendment made, and_ rightly 


made, so much in his excellent speech. 
That proclamation is now almost univer- 
sally regretted as a grave mistake, and 
that regret is not confined to hon. 
Members on this side of the House, or 
to the hon. Member for Oldham. It is 
a feeling very generally expressed in 
South Africa, and it has been expressed 
almost universally by the supporters of 
the Government in South Africa. It was 
justified on the ground that the war was 
almost at an end. Since that time there 
has been a fresh series of the regrettable 
incidents we have had to deplore through- 
out this war. Some of those regrettable 
incidents have not been reported to this 
House, and others have been reported and 
minimised. 

I should not dream of wearying the 
attention of the House on this occasion, 
and in a debate in which many kon. 
Members desire to speak, by going into the 
the details of military operations, and 
will confine myself, therefore, to a very 
brief point, and will try to take up the 
charge which Lord Salisbury has made 
against those who make criticisms, namely, 
that these criticisms are vague. I will 
try to make them definite. In my 
opinion the cause of the prolongation of 
the war has been the failure of the 
Government throughout the war—having 
laid down a policy which forbade them to 
make peace—to make beforehand the 
preparations which any wise man would 
have made. ‘The preparations’ have 
always been made too late, and the 
prolongation of the war can be traced, 
in my conviction, with mathematical 
certainty to that lateness. It has been 
admitted that the later levies were 
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inferior to the earlier ones. The hon. and 
gallant Gentleman, who has just spoken, 
has a great knowledge of the Imperial 
Yeomanry. The earlier levies of the | 
Imperial Yeomanry were in South Africa | 
a considerable time, when Col. Lucas, 
the Deputy Adjutant-Gene ral, officially | 
reported that many of the first batch of 
the Yeomanry were unable to mount or 
dismount, and were useless for mobility, 
but that they became good, in the 
course of a long training on the field. 
Whose fault was it that the later levies 
were so inferior? That inferiority was 
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| That, 


not confined to the Imperial Yeomanry : it | 


extended also to the Colonial forces. The 
surrender of the Victorian Contingent has 
been the cause of a great deal of ill-feeling 


in the Colonies, but putting aside 
altogether the complaints of the men 


against the officers, and the complaints of 
the Imperial officers against the men, this 
fact is admitted—that the fifth contin- 
gent consisted of untrained officers and 
men, who were sent straight to the front. 
The Secretary of State for War, on whom 
the Government seem to throw all the 
responsibility for the conduct of the war, 
says that Lord Kitchener gotall he asked 
for. That is a statement into which I 
wish for a moment to inquire. Of 
course Lord Kitchener got all he asked 
for, but his requests were probably limited 
by what he thought he could obtain. I 
do not know that the House has sufficiently 
considered, or the country sufficiently 
dwelt upon, the case of many of the reser- 
vists of the regular army. I know a man 

we all know similar cases—who had 
only three years service with the 
colours, and who, almost at the end 
of nine years in the reserve, havy- 
ing a business and a large family, 
and naturally never dreaming of such a 
state of things, was sent, almost at the 
very conclusion of his twelve years of 
nominal service to South Africa. His 
business went to pieces; and his wife 
and iamily, though they did not perish 
from want, had to be kept by the 
State, by their friends, and by charity. 
We know the state of mind of such a 
man, and although he did his duty 
nobly, yet Lord Kitchener would prefer 
to have a different class of man. Lord 
Wellesley was once the subject of the, 
same remark that is made in reference | 
to Lord Kitchener. 


him that he had all he asked for. 


| 
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Lord Wellesley made this reply : 

‘*He does not complain, because it is the 
sacred duty of a soldier not to complain. But 
he does not say that with greater means he 
could not do greater things, and his country 
will not be satisfied if these means are with- 
held by men . . . who have only in capacity to 
plead in extenuation of their failure.” 


no doubt, is the partiality of 
a brother for a brother. The Cabinet 
are responsible, although they throw the 
whole blame and the whole praise 


on the Secretary of State for 
War. His spirit is keen, his power 
of work is great, and the Cabinet 


naturally throw everything on so desir- 
able a colleague. Lord Salisbury says 
that the charges of negligence are vague, 
and that is a statement I should like to 
ask the House for one moment to con- 
sider. This is, I think, a definite charge 
—that the Government placed them- 
selves in a position of not being able to 
make peace without humiliating the 
country, and that they failed to show 


| vigour in carrying on the war, which 
failure has led to a very great pro- 


longation of the war. 

The hon. and gallant Gentleman made 
a most amazing statement just now, 
which I would ask the House to consider. 
He said that just a year ago the Boers 
had a very good chance of winning. 
He referred, no doubt, to the period 
which immediately followed the second 
Boer invasion of the Cape. What did 
the Government tell us about that? 
They said that a few straggling and 
marauding bands had crossed into 
Cape Colony, that they were being 
actually pursued and that they must 
be caught within a few days. For 
ten months the whole of them re- 
mained in that old British Colony, some 
of them are there still, in the north-east 
corner, and in the south-west by the sea. 
{An Hon. Member: “ And in the north- 
west |.” In the north-west we get into a 
district which was not part of the old 
Colony, but which was annexed later. I 
was speaking of the old Colony, which 
has been British for a century. The 
state of things was almost desperate ac- 
cording to the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man. He said that at the time to which 
he referred the Boer cavalry and 


mounted infantry were more numerous 
Some one said of | than our mounted forces. 
state of things, 


Consider that 
in a war which wag 








343 Address in Reply to 


begun by the declaration that mounted 
men were to be discouraged as compared 
with infantry, and proceeded with a 
declaration of similar importance which 
I will read in a minute. This invasion 
occurred on December 15th. On February 
7th, just before Parliament met, an an- 
nouncement was made in reference to 
the sending out of fresh mounted men. 
Parliament was just about to meet, and 
something had leaked out that the situa- 
tion in South Africa was very different 
what the Government led us to 
suppose. On February 7th the Govern- 
ment issued a statement that they were 
sending out 30,000 fresh mounted 
troops, and they arrived at that 
enormous figure by adding together 
4,009 regulars and the whole of the 
South African Police, commonly called 
the Baden-Powell Police, who were 
already counted a large force of Yeo- 
manry, and the new Colonial levies of 
untrained men. To count these new 
levies of raw recruits as fresh mounted 
men, was like counting a volunteer 
recruit as an infantry private. These 
were not fresh mounted troops in the 
that the country was led to 
believe. They were raw recruits unable 
to ride. Col. Lucas has told us that 
many of them had never seen a horse 
until the day they passed the riding test. 


from 


sense 


{An Hon. Member laughed|. I beg 
pardon. I was abbreviating the quota- 


tion. | think Col. Lueas’s words were 
that one would have thought that they 
had never seen a horse until the day 
they passed the riding test. These men 
were sent out at the desperate period of 
which the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man has just spoken. The country 
expected the war to end at latest in 
July, and last year we were told that 
the Boer difficulties with their 
were so great that the war would most 
likely end in July or September, and 
the September proclamation was based 
on that fact. What did Lord Kitchener 
say of the quality of these troops 
experience ! His 


horses 


after six months 


report was concealed from Parliament 
last session. It was received before 
Parliament broke up, but was 
not published until 2Ist August. 


The Old Yeomanry had been withdrawn, 


and had been replaced by the new Im-| 
| 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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perial Yeomanry, and in that report Lord 
Kitchener had said 

“Tt was not to be expected that these un- 
trained men would be able to fill up the gaps 
in the mobile columns, many of them being 
unable to ride or shoot.” . ‘They were 
gradually gaining experience in the field.” 


Now just put those facts together. 
Here you have the hon. and gallant 
Member who tells us that in December 
the Boers more numerous in 
their trained and mounted men, re- 
mar ka ble, as he admits, for their 
gallantry and for their training in the 
midst of such surroundings ast hey were ; 
whilst during all this period there was 
this delay. 1 trace to that delay the 
prolongation of the war. Some of the 
most distinguished officers who have had 
to deal with these men in the field before 
they were trained have told us exactly 
how the war in this stage broke down. 
One general, whose letters are always 


were 


written with great moderation and re- 
the same pt riod 


Lord Kitchener was 


serve, close upon July 
as that in which 


writing of these untrained men — 
said that the men had _ actually 
to be ‘‘nursed” into condition. 
What does nursing mean? It means 


that you could not trust these men to 
be sent out inthe field against the Boers 
without employing your regular torces 
to support them in the field, and so using 
many men and much transport, and ham- 
pering your mobile columns, and mak- 
ing night marches impossible. Another 


officer, who had mounted column 
under his command, and who has still 
a column under his charge, said ‘‘ we 
want more men and we want good 


men,” and he quotes a conversation he 
had with a Boer commandant, whom he 
asked how long the war would last, who 
said ‘“‘as long as you send out men 
whom we can take whenever we like, 
and from whom we can get arms and 
ammunition.” 

Now the second Boer invasion began 
on the 15th of December. Before that 
date Lord Kitchener fresh 
mounted men. I imagine the men he 
asked for before that date were the 
1,000 trained regulars, and I also imagine 
that at that time it had not been broken 
to Lord Kitchener that the first 
Yeomanry were to be brought home. I 
do not iknow ,when Lord. Kitchener 


asked for 
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became aware of that fact; but these 
contradictory statements have been 
made. Colonel Lucas has made a most 
exhaustive report, in which there is the 
important dispatch dated the 19th of 
December, in which he puts all this 
distinctly before the Government. At that 
time, just at the time when the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman says the position was 
still so dangerous, Colonel Lucas said he 
had been advoeating for the last six 
months that fresh Yeomanry should be 
trained. In answer to that, the Secretary 
of State said: “It is not desirable to re- 
commence recruiting for the Imperial 
Yeomanry.’ The delay in not sending 
out the Yeomanry until March, April, 
and May was therefore directly due to 
the action of the Seeretary of State for 
War which gave this discouragement to 

There is some discrepancy 
figures. The first report in 
was that 30,000 men 
The Financial 
made a statement on this 
subject on the 24th of October, and the 
Secretary of State for War also made a 
statement on the 13th of November. I 
will take his statement first. On the 
13th of November the Seeretary of State 
for War said that Lord Kitchener had 
asked for 4,000 fresh mounted men and 
that 4,000 were sent out of trained 
men, and in addition 17,000 more were 
sent out, only 359 of whom had been 
sent home as inefficient. On the 24th 
of October the noble Lord, the Financial 
Secretary, said that Lord Kitchener had 
asked for 10,000; that 16,500 had been 
sent out ; that 1,800 had been sent back, 
of whom only 350 were said by the 
authorities in South Africa to be 
“incompetent and inefficient.” Of the 
number sent home as inefficient a great 
number were officers ; the men who were 
sent out there, not having been trained, 
were kept there and trained, but at the ex- 
pense of our military efficiency. 

What I have tried to show is that the 
Government have tied ropes round the 
hands of themselves and the country, 
making it impossible for them _ to 
conclude an honorable peace, and on 
the other hand, by their incredible 
optimism, they have continually under- 
estimated the necessity of training the 
fresh levies that had to be sent out, 
and that the whole of the prolongation 


recruiting. 
as to these 
the newspapers 
were to be sent. 


Secretary 
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‘of the war is directly due to that 
delay, and more particularly to the 
delay I have just instanced to the 
House. If there is any enemy against 
whom such tactics could not be carried 
out, it is the enemy in South Africa, 
who are gallant men, who have im- 
proved since the earlier stages of the 
war where they were supposed to fail, as 
their charges into our ranks show. My 
belief, founded on the teaching of all the 
great soldiers who have ever lived, is 
that an enemy of this kind can only be 
put down by extreme mobility. They 
are mounted men, and their servants 
too are mounted, and they have very 
few wagons. Everybody who writes say 
they still ‘‘ have the legs of us,” and ean 

get through the country more quickly 

than we can. 
| have only one word more to add. 

The prolongation of the war is, I believe, 
the cause of our isolation in Europe, but 
it is even more terrible when we con- 
sider it from a South African point of 
view than when we consider it from a 
European point of view, because the 
dangers are more obvious and more sure 
to come home. No one ean deny the 
extent to which at present you are jeo- 
pardising the existence of the two white 
races that have to live together in South 
Africa, and if, as I think, that jeopardy 
has been considerably increased by the 
Government, I shall have no hesitation 
when the time comes as to which way I 

shall record my vote. 


(5.50.) Sm HOWARD VINCENT 
(Sheftield, Central): I listened most 
attentively to the speeches of the mover 
and seconder of this Amendment, in 
which occur these words : 

proper 
lective prosecution of the 
war in South Africa, is of op:nion that the 
course pursued by Your Majesty’s Ministers, 
and their attitude with regard to a settlement, 
have not conduced to the early termination of 
the war and the establishment of a durable 
peace.” 

Now, I have had the advantage of 
having lately visited many of the 
Colonies of South Africa, and of being 
in communication with many 

in command of military districts, and I 
think I may say it is the opinion 
every one in South Africa that the on 
way the war can he brought to a 
_speedy and _ satisfactory conclusion is 


“While prepared to support all 


measures for the e 





venerals 


=n 


) 
Vv 


( 
] 
1 








347 Address in Reply to 
to make every preparation in this 
country to carry it on in a vigorous 
and effective manner. The army in 


South Africa is in wonderfully good | 
health and spirits, and determined to do | 


all it can to perform the task which is 
expected of it. I submit that the 
Secretary of State for War and the 
Commander in the field command our 
grateful congratulations. The Secretary 
of State has done everything he could 
to keep us constantly posted as to the 
condition of affairs, and, as he says in 
letters, has endeavoured to meet all 
military requirements. Lord Kitchener 
has nominally 200,000 troops under his 
command, but the House will see that 
a very large number has to be deducted 


from those serving in the combatant 
forces. The total foree which Lord 


Kitchener has at his disposal in the field 
of operations hardly exceeds 140,000. 
The method of conducting the war in 
South Africa at the present time is two- 
fold, first, the block house system, and 
second, mobile columns. The system of 
block houses is wonderfully effective, 
and likely, when completed, to be more 
effective still in confining the operations 
to particular areas, and in also safe- 
guarding the lines of communication. 
But the House will see that a large 
proportion of men have to be de- 


ducted for garrisoning the block 
houses. There are at present 4,000 
block houses, and when the system 
is completed there will be 5,000. 


Now, the average garrison of a_ block 
house is 10 men; therefore that demands 
a force of 50,000 for garrisoning the 
block houses. Of mobile columns there 
are 60 or 70, and these columns consist, 
for the most part, of young and active 
forces, and comprise as a rule 1,200 
or 1,700 men, thus absorbing some 
80,000 or 90,000 of the forces which 
Lord Kitchener has available for 
operations in the field. There is a 
great deal in the speech of the 
right hon. Baronet with which I cordially 
agree. I most heartily indorse his first 
observation with regard to the Reservists. 
The way in which they came up to the 
colours in 1899, to the number of 94,000, 
commanded the admiration of the entire 
country, and if some means could be 
found of relieving those Reservists, 
most of whom are married, and whose 
prospects at home are, I am sorry 5) 
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say, considerably diminishing, it would 


be very desirable, and would contribute 
to the efficiency of the Army. It is true 
that my right hon. friend the Secretary 
of State for War would have some diffi- 
culty in making a distinction between 
different classes of the Army, and that 
in itself is attended with a certain 
amount of risk, but if it could be done 
it would be greatly to the advantage 
of the Army, and of recruiting. There 
are also some battalions of cavalry, such 
as the 9th Lancers, who have seen an 
enormous amount of fighting, and if 
fresh battalions, either from home or 
from India, or any other Colonial station, 
could be sent out to relieve them, it 
would materially increase the efticiency 
of the field army. In the same cate 
gory I would include the battalions of 
Guards now in South Africa, who also 
have done splendid work. 


Now, why is the war continuing ! 
The other day I saw a gentleman, very 
well known in South Africa, who paid 
a visit to the camp of Commandant 
De Wet in order to press upon him the 
enormous injury the pzolongation of 
the war was causing. But De Wet 
said he would persevere in the 
struggle—and why? Because he was 
absolutely convinced that this country 
was at the end of its resources, both in 

; men. Everything that 
passes in this House—I have proof of 
this—is known to the Boers in the field. 
We cannot contribute better to the rapid 
conclusion of the war than by the unan- 
imity of our debate and the largeness 
of our majority upon this occasion. A 
very large number of Boers, including 
such prominent leaders as Commandant 
De Wet, have the extraordinary idea that 
if the small minority of people in this 
country, who speak in favour of conditions 
of peace to which this Empire could never 
agree, persevere, they will come out 
victorious. Therefore we have, not alone 
in this House but throughout the country, 
to do all we possibly can to show that we 
are unanimous in regard to the prose- 
cution of the war to a satisfactory con- 
clusion. 


In The Times of Noy. 8th, 1901, there 
is a very long letter, headed “Guerilla 
War,” written by the right hon. Gentleman 
he member for West Monmouthshire. [| 





34! 
wil 
pas 
Cha 
the 
Th 
quii 
else 
and 
Ros 
gre 
Gen 
him 
the 
Wo 
coul 
of t 
man 
of tl 
9th, 
ee 7 
enem 
tion 
18 on 
gene! 
the st 
selve 
If tl 
tutec 
a dir 
to CC 
lines 
hono 
man} 
not | 
unles 
duty 


Su 
mout 


Su 
that. 
penec 
and |] 
all in 
real ¢ 
menti 
high 
effect 
the st 
and t 
of th 
by op 

In. 
ing bh 
press 
Secret 
of rel 
of tho 


348 
‘ould 


i bute 
true 
tary 
di ffi- 
ween 
that 
‘tain 
done 
itage 
‘here 
such 
n an 
id if 
e or 
tion, 
m, it 
lency 
cate 
ns of 
. also 


ling ! 
very 
paid 
dant 
n the 
nm of 
Wet 

the 

was 
intry 
th in 
that 
ot of 
field. 
rapid 
unan- 
eness 
l. A 
uding 
ndant 
. that 
. this 
itions 
never 

out 
alone 
try, 
at we 
prose- 
- con: 


there 
erilla 
eman 
e. 





349 Address in Reply to 


{20 January 1902} 


will not read the whole letter, but one | 


passage 1s :-— 

“The temper and the tongue of Mr. 
Chamberlain are an admirable instrument of 
the promotion and exasperation of war.” 


The Colonial Secretary does not re- | 


quire any defence from me or anyone 
else beyond “ the energy, industry, ability, 
and above all, sympathy,” which Lord 
Rosebery has said, “he has brought to so 
great 2 Department.” But the right hon. 
Gentleman unfortunately did not confine 
himself to pricking pins into the body of 


| serious 
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volunteered for the front, and who have 
been in the field for nearly two years. I 


/am sure other battalions would be will ng 


to take their places, and, whatever may 
have been the exact text of the agreement 
they signed, it is quite clear that none of 
them expected to remain in South 
Africa for more than twelve months. 
Their relief, therefore, is most desirable. 
Moreover, the effect of keeping battalions 
abroad for a long time will be very 
indeed upon the prospects of 


'many of the officers, who, naturally, are 


the Secretary of State for the Colonies. | 


Words were used in that letter which 
could not fail to tend to the prolongation 
of the struggle. The right hon. Gentle- 
man quoted these words from a despatch 
of the Duke of Wellington dated August 
9th, 1809. 

“The guerillas should be employed on the 
enemy's communications. The plan of opera- 
tion 1 should recommend for the Spanish nation 
is one generally of defence. They should avoid 
general actions, but should take advantage of 
the strong posts in their country to defend them- 
selves and harass the enemy.” 

If the word “Boer” had been substi- 
tuted for “ Spanish,” it would have been 
a direct incitement to the Boer soldiers 
to continue the struggle on the present 


engaged in professional duties. I would 
also urge that the right hon. Gentleman 
should relieve without delay the 
volunteers who have for twelve months 
been in the field, as it is quite impossible 
for employers to keep situations open for 
more than twelve months. 

Upon this matter of the Volunteers, I 
would say that between 23,000 and 24,000 
men have been contributed to the field 
army by the volunteer forces, and I 


think the moment is singularly — in- 
opportune to stiffen the conditions of 
service as regards the Volunteers. 
| Therefore, I hope the right hon. 
Gentleman will reconsider his attitude 


| in that respect. 


lines. The right Hon. Gentleman has | 
honoured me with his friendsnip for | 


many years, and he knows that I would 
not bring this matter forward against him 
unless I felt it to be an absolute public 
duty to do so. 


Sin WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- | 


mouthshire, W.): Hear, hear ! 


Sik HOWARD VINCENT: When 
that letter arrived in South Africa I hap- 


pened to be in the centre of activities, | 


and I can only say that the feeling among 
all in authority on reading it was one of 
real consternation. 
mention names, but the opinion of one in 
high authority was, I know, that the 


It is not desirable to | 


eflect of the letter would be to prolong | 


the struggle by not less than three weeks, 
and to its effect must be ascribed much 


| Street 


of the loss of life and treasure incurred | 


by operations during that period. 

In addition to the desirability of bring- 
ing home certain regiments, I would 
press upon the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary of State for War the importance 
of relieving, as quickly as possible, some 
of those fourteen battalions of militia who 


{ 
| 


| 


With regard to the second contingent 
of Yeomanry, to which the right hon. 
Baronet the Member for the Forest of 
Dean referred, the Secretary of State for 
War ina letter addressed to me in October 
last said he would make careful inquiries 
in order to fix the responsibility for the 
testing of some of these men. We know 
that when the right hon. Gentleman 
gives an undertaking of that kind he will 
fulfil it. Some of the testing, both in 
riding and in shooting, seems to have 
been of a most superficial character. A 
great deal of the experience gained 
in connection with the first contingent, 
and the desirability of encouraging and 
developing local feeling, was lost sight of. 
These Yeomen were recruited in the 
streets of London. Volunteers had no 
privileges or advantages, and many who 
stood for a long time en queue in Duke 
and elsewhere, when they 
found the kind of people they were 
likely to be associated with, left, and 
refused to give intheirnames. But while 
there is a great deal of truth with the 
right hon. Baronet’s remarks concerning 
the second contingent of Imperial Yeo- 
manry, I have it on the high authority, 
not only of that officer who has rendered 


O 
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such distinguished service in connection 
with the Yeomanry, Lord Chesham, but 
also of Lord Kitchener, that the com- 
panies of Imperial Yeomanry now serving 
with the field force are a very valuable 
addition indeed to the army. I have a 
large number of official reports which I 
could read if I thought it desirable or 
necessary, but I will quote only two 
Colonel Hickie, of the Royal 
officer who has rendered 
service in the Western 


officers. 
Fusiliers, an 
distinguished 
Transvaal, says : 

‘T have been intimately acquainted with 

eighteen regiments of Regulars and Irregulars, 
and would not change my companies of 
Yeomanry for an equal number of men from 
any corps in South Africa.” 
Col. de Rougemont, of — the Royal 
Artillery, who has commanded another 
battalion of Yeomen with great distinction, 
Says: 

“The men are extremely good, and brave as 
lions.” 

I do not think we ought to disparage 
the services of the second contingent of 
the Imperial Yeomanry, although in the 
first place they were not all that they 
ought to have been, when, from official 
returns, we learn that during the last nine 
months over 30 Yeomanry officers and 
300 men have been killed in action, and 
63 officers and over 600 men wounded. 
Those figures give an idea of the severity 
of the fighting which has been taking 
place. 

I should like to say one word on the 
conduct of the men who are now in South 
Africa, and I will quote from a source 
which will commend itself to hon. Gentle- 
men who sit below the gangway on the 
other side of the House. These are the 
words to me of Father Matthew, the 
gallant Roman Catholic chaplain who 
cheered the retreat from Dundee, and 
who, footsore and ailing, went of his 
own accord to comfort the dying upon 
that awful death-trap of Nicholson’s 
Nek, and whose merry yet pious services 
for over two years with the Irish brigade 
have been invaluable. These are Father 
Matthew’s words to me, and I ask the 
attention to them of hon. Members 
opposite, and particularly of the hon. 
Member for Carnarvon and others, who 
so readily credit and spread abroad 
every allegation against their own 
countrymen, and attribute every virtue 
to the enemy : 

‘‘T have been with the Army since October, 
1899, mainly associated both in Natal and the 
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{COMMONS} 


the King’s Speech. 352 
Transvaal with the Irish Fusiliers, the Dublin 
Fusiliers, the Connaught Rangers, the Innis. 
killings, and the Border Regiment. Although 
I have taken the greatest pains to ferret out 
and trace to its source any allegation of mis- 
conduct against the soldier, I have never come 
across a single authenticated case of out:age of 
any sort. I have frequently seen the soldier 
deprive himself for the benefit of a prisoner, 
and frequently he has been ridiculously kind to 
the enemy. I do not believe there ‘has ever 
been an army in the field so well conducted 
and so humane. I have always admired the 
British soldier, and during this war I have 
learnt to him. I say more, that the 
denunciations of him are scandalous, and arouse 
among Irishmen and in Irish regiments the 
resentment and disgust they deserve.” 


love 


I do hope that the hon. Gentlemen 
who sit below the gangway opposite will 
take note of that statement. I have read 
it to the House from my pocket-book, as 
I took it down from the lips of Father 
Matthew. [ am sorry that the hon, 
Member for Carnarvon Boroughs is not 
in his place. {An Hon. Member: “ He 
is here.”] Then I hope that he will take 
note of this statement of Father Matthew’s, 
and believe in the humanity of the British 
army, and also believe that our army 
does everything it can do to discharge 
its duties properly. ; 
There is one word which I must say 
as regards the expense of the war. 
Occasionally the House of Commons is 
very much interested in expenditure, and 
I believe that in Lord Kitchener we have 
an officer who is determined to have 
money’s worth for every single farthing 
of expenditure. The cost of the war in 
South Africa is now about £2,500,000 a 
month—-£750,000 for pay, £750,000 for 
transport, and £1,000,000 for food. But 
that is not the whole cost of the war. 
There is a great deal of expenditure here 
for transport, and for providing stores, 
and horses, and so on, but I cannot under- 
stand how it is that the expenditure is 
so high as stated in this country. I 
cannot help thinking that if Lord 
Kitchener had a representative over 
here in this country to control expendi- 
ture tor the war, a very considerable 
saving might be effected upon the 
| present cost. With regard to transports, 
they seem to have been sent to South 
Africa without the slightest system. The 
commercial community have done every- 
| thing they can, and they have incurred 
| enormous losses which entitle them to 
|compensation at the hands of the 
|Government. The war is still going 
|on, but it is possible that the actual 
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fighting may end by the time the 


next South African winter comes ruund 
in June and July. But that does not 
mean at all that the army will be able 
to return to England. I am afraid that 
what I am about to say will not be very 
acceptable to the House, but I say it 
with all honesty and sincerity, and it is 
my own candid opinion. I say that it 
will not be safe to have less than 100,000 
men in South Africa for four or five 
years after the war is over. I very 
much hope that I am wrong, and I will 
only be too delighted if I am. When 
the fighting is over you will have to 
bring back 40,000 prisoners to a country 
which has been devastated. The farm- 
houses and out-buildings will have to be 
rebuilt, and there are very few sheep, 
cattle, and horses left in the country ; 
very substantial assistance will be 
needed, and I have heard it stated that 
£5,000,060 will not cover it. No doubt 
£5,000,000 or £6,000,000 will be wanted 
at the very least. I say frankly, having 
made every possible inquiry upon the 
subject, that it will not be safe to 
leave South Africa with a less garrison 
than 100,000 for four years to come. 
I urge my right hon. friend the 
Secretary of State for War as a 
supporter and an admirer of him, to 


make provision for this. He is now 
sending out reinforcements. If those 


troops had been trained a year ago 
they could have heen pushed up to the 
front a long time before now. We shall 
want large relieving forces, and i do 
urge him, as | have urged a number of 
times before, to make every preparation 
to relieve the men in South Africa as 
time and occasion require. If the 
Government do this—and I can answer 
for my constituents—they will never be 
reproached with having made too much 
preparation. By doing this the Secretary 
for War would be doing a great deal 
to end the war. In Lord Milner the 
country has a statesman who has the 
confidence of the whole of the loyalists 
in South Africa. I warn hon. Members 
that they must not expect for many 
years much contribution to the expenses 
of the war from the Transvaal or the 
Orange River Colony. The industrial 
camel is down on its knees, and if the 
Government and the House are going 
to overweight the industrial camel with | 
more than it can bear it will never get | 
up again. The best solution, in all 
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probability, would be to assign a portion 
of the revenue to this country for in- 
demnification of the expenses of the 
war ; but neither from the mines or any 
other source in South Africa can you 
possibly hope for any considerable , 
contribution to the expenses. 

[ recognise that the burdens of this 
country are very great, but there un- 
doubtedly will be a great demand for the 
goods of this country. The development 
of trade in South Africa at the present 
time is very large indeed, and property 
has already doubled in value. You can 
hardly get freights upon any steamers for 
goods, and if the Government will give 
facilities for the commercial community 
to discharge their cargoes, there is no 
saying to what extent trade may develop. 

I have only one last word, and that is 
as to peace. Lord Kitchener has done 
everything, and even more than would 
be thought desirable on the part of many 
a commander in the field, to bring about 
an honourable peace. His interviews 
with Commandant General Botha were 
of the most friendly character. We 
cannot possibly make any overtures on 
this question, but I see that the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies is in the House, 
and it might be advantageous if he were 
to state categorically what are the con- 
ditions of peace. [ have no doubt 
myself what they are. They are the 
conditions set forth in the correspondence 
between Lord Kitchener and General 
Botha, and published last March, and I 
have no doubt that those conditions still 
obtain. In regard to amnesty of the Cape 
rebels, no doubt this grates very much on 
all loyalists, but I recognise the difficulty. 
I may state that there is hardly a man in 
South Africa who does not either rightly 
or wrongly, assuiwe by all our history that 
political parties here will be tumbling 
over each other in order to give amnesty. 
There is a ceremony in connection with 
the Coronation which is to take place 
this year, and most of them believe that 
they will be amnested. I have no in- 
formation as to whether that is true or 
not. Therefore do not let us have too 
much quibbling about terms. We cannot 
make overtures, but I cannot see any 
objection to the Secretary of State to the 
Colonies stating categorically what are 
the terms which the Boers can have. It 
will not be a proposal to the Boers, but 
he may be sure they will know just as 
quickly as anybody else in South Africa 
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what he says. If this does not bring 
about peace, do not let us relax our 


preparations for conducting the war. It 


is no use the Government telegraphing 
to South Africa that the war will be over 
next week, or this or that particular 
week. [Opposition cries of “ Hear, 
hear!”] I do not say that such a 
telegram has been sent, and I am only 
putting a hypothetical case. There are 
many people in this country who can tell 
you what is going to be done next 
Wednesday or Saturday, and they appear 
to have the most extraordinary amount 
of information, although I do not know 
from what source. I urge the Govern- 
ment and the Secretary ot State for War 
to pay no attention to any peace 
rumours or to any peace negotiations, but 
to make every preparation for conducting 
the war in the most active and most 
vigorous manner, and then before very 
long we shall have, I believe, an honour- 
able and enduring peace. 


*(6.15.) Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, 
W.K., Elland) : As far as England is con- 
cerned the leaders of both parties and 
every man like the hon. Member for the 
Carnarvon Boroughs, who has any per- 
ceptible political following are definitely 
and openly agreed upon the ideal of the 
country in two respects—that the Re- 
publics have got to be incorporated so as 
to prevent the recurrence of the con- 
ditions from which this unhappy war has 
come, and secondly upon the necessity 
of free government in South Africa, and, 
if possible, of the federation of the South 
African States, and upon, as the hon. 
Member who spoke last asserted, a lavish 
and liberal treatment of both British and 


Boers, in order to restore the ruined | 


country economically. But, that being the 
ideal of the country, there are many of 
us who fear that the steps which the 
Government are taking are not such as to 
lead us to that end, and the more we feel 
that this is a fine ideal the more indignant 
many of us are because we believe it 
is not being reached by the action the 
Government are taking. This Amend- 
ment enables us to express the opinion 
that both in spirit and in action the 
Government are contributing at the 
present time to the prolongation of the 
war. Ido not think it is out of place 
to enquire into the spirit with which the 
Government are approaching it, for it is 
a serious thing that for three long years, | 

Sir Howard Vincent. : 
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at every stage, the Government have 
been falsely sanguine, mistakenly hopeful, 
and unreasonably optimistic about the 
war. The Colonial Secretary, speaking 
in August in the House of Commons, 
asked us to take Lord Kitchener’s weekly 
listof Boer losses and deduct them from the 
Boers in the field. Speaking in the country 
in November the Secretary of State 
for War again asked us to go through 
this process, He said at that time that 
there were 10,000 men in the field. Zhe 
Times newspaper, a month afterwards, 
and when we ought to have made weekly 
deductions, announced that the Boers 
had still 10,000 men in the field. The 
other day the Standard declared that 
there were still 13,000 men in the field. 
It is by such calculations as these that 
we are asked to conclude that the war is 
over. The Colonial Secretary in the 
last speech he made adopted different 
methods. He said, ‘Look at the way 
the railways are now running, as in nor- 
mal times.” The railways are running, 
but why? Lord Milner in his despatch 
says that for two months the railways 
have not been disturbed. He says this 
satisfactory state of things is largely due 
to the blockhouses. Then the Colonial 
Secretary goes on to say that the industries 
of Johannesburg are starting again. Why? 
3ecause there is a fence of British soldiery 
around them. The real subject is not the 
starting of the Johannesburg industries 
but the bringing back of the inimical and 
hostile Boer population. In __ the 
despatches which have been placed 
before us, we read that camps are being 
started for the Boer prisoners who are 
ready to accept the new conditions, and 
who are ready to try to make their friends 
accept the peace conditions. You have 
not begun to bring home even those men 
whom you can presumably trust, and how 
absurd, therefore, it is to say that the war 
is approaching a conclusion under these 
circumstances. 

I would like to point out some of 
the results which have followed this 
policy of optimism on the part of the 
Government. I pass over the discredit 
which necessarily attaches to the country, 
find Ministers with all the 
information at their command 

worse calculations than the 


official 
making 


| ordinary man in the street. It affects 


in various ways their administrative 
I have written and spoken, as 
many others have, about the concentration 
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eamps in South Africa. I am one of those 
who do not think that the condition of 
those camps is owing to any deliberate or 
wicked carelessness on the part of the 
Government. These camps were started 
in a hurry and with inadequate prepara- 
tion, and no doubt the best was done with 
the resources immediately available, but 
no improvement was made with any vigour 
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or alacrity in the condition of the camps 


for months, while the mortality was 
known to be increasing, and when anyone 
who knew the nature of the work the 
Government had before it, knew what an 
eflect that mortality must have on the 
settlement. Nothing was done by the 
Government, until at last, in October, the 
Colonial Secretary took it out of the 
hands of the War Office and proceeded to 
take measures which I hope have been 
sufficiently vigorous, and strenuous to 
have done everything that can be done 
to stop the terrible mortality. There 
is no question of deliberate neglect or 


carelessness. I suggest as the real 
reason that the Government did not 


intervene soon enough, that they hoped | 


that these camps were merely temporary 
things, and that the war would be over in 
a month or two, and that it was not 
worth while making elaborate prepara- 
tions in order to improve their condition. 
That is the best and most charitable 
account that can be given of the Govern- 
ment action on the question. 


tions, and ask whether in regard to 
those the Government attitude of optim- 


ism has not been very serious. Every 
few months Lord Kitchener writes 
home asking for reinforcements. In the 
intervals between those demands the 


Government go on with their various 
paraphrases that the war is over, and 
make no special preparation of any kind 
for troops to be sent to South Africa. 
They go on enlisting 5s. a day men who 
have no training, no. militarv capacity— 
no special training for the special services 
wanted in South Africa. By this attitude 
of determined opposition to the idea that 
the war may possibly be prolonged, the 
Government do not make that necessary 
military preparation they ought to make 
at every stage of the war. They neglect 
recruiting in another way. By holding 
out to the country that the war will 
be over, they do not excite in men’s 
minds that patriotism which would drive 
many, even at this juncture, to join the 


{20 January 1902} 


I come to) 
the question of the military prepara-| 


/ 





the King’s Speech. 358 


‘army. They lead the patriotic man who 

does not wish to leave his work or pro- 
'fession to understand that the country 
does not want his services very much, and 
'that he really may stay at home unless 
| he wants 5s. a day. For these reasons it 
| seems to me that the optimistic attitude 
of the Government is injuring the prose- 
cution of the war. 

I think undue optimism is as bad as 
undue pessimism. Weare all sick of being 
told that in this year, 1902, the British 
empire is giving up its ideas of freedom, 
and that it is on the downhill course of 
other vanished empires. I think it is just 
as foolish to stay at the other extreme of 
remaining unchangeably optimistic during 
three long years of calamity and disap- 
pointment. I think it is the avowed 
policy of the Government that there is 

no other method of ending the war, and 
that we can expect nothing better, than 
the killing or capturing of all the Boers 
now in the field, that when we have done 
that, we may hope to bring back the rest 
of the Boers and treat them well, and 
having done that, we may regard our- 
selves as having successfully ended the 
war. That is the policy expressed by Lord 
Milner when he said that the war may 
never be formally over. It is distinctly 
and openly the policy of Sir Gordon 
Sprigg, who said in the speech reported 
in the despatches we have recently 
received, 


{ 


“The only way to bring this war to an end 
is to wipe those bodies out one by one. The 
war will come to end when the last man is 
killed or captured, and the last gun taken, the 
last round of ammunition seized.” 

There are various objections to this policy. 
In the first place there is the objection of 
the length of time. Ido not know how 
sanguine the great mass of our people are 
as to the rapid conclusion of the war 
under these conditions. The hon. Member 
for the Central Division of Sheffield 
thought we should be lucky if we saw it 
over next winter, and that it really would 
not be over then. Who is confident that 
the war will not go on under these condi- 
tions for years longer? We cannot afford 
even the speculative chance of another 
‘three years absence of the army from 

Ingland, of increasing taxation, of ruining 
the loyalists of South Africa, of ruining 
the Boers, and of losing the prestige which 
the continuance of the war entails upon 
|England. But a much more serious con- 
| sideration is whether this policy really 
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offers a prospect of finality in South 
Africa. Take the Rebellion in England. 
For ten years the Commonwealth Govern- 
ment was carried on. It was possible to 
be carried on because a large part of the 
people consented to live under the 
government of Cromwell, but the govern- 
ment became and continued a military 
government from beginning to end just 
because a large part of the Royalists 
never consented to come under the new 
Government. And the unexampled 
effect of the consent of the Southern 
States in America, after the Civil War, 
in settling down under the new con- 
ditions, is a proof of what can be 
done if the consent of a white people 
is obtained. Our complaint is that the 
Government have closed the door to such 
a termination. It is not only their 
professions, but their actions, that have 
done so. 

Consider a little further the proclama- 
tion of 7th August, which was to take 
effect in punishing the Boer leaders 
with permanent exile if they did not 
surrender before 15th September, when 
the war was to be at an end. In the 
first place, it was pretty obvious to 
everybody that that was a useless threat, 
and everybody quite expected the answer 
which President Steyn gave to it. It 
was— 

** Respecting the Proclamation itself, [ can 
assure your Excellency that, as far as [ am 
concerned, it will make no difference in the 
faithful fulfilment of my duty to the end, as 
my conscience and not as my enemy dictates.” 
But I should like to suggest that there 
are other effects of this proclamation. 
The analogy of the settlement in 
America, atter the Civil War, I have 
alluded to already, and I think it is 
the favourite analogy of at least one 
member of the Government—the Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland. 
Now, one of the leading things that 
brought about that settlement and made 
it possible for the South to settle down 
under the new conditions, having fought 
as the Boers are fighting, for their in- 
dependence, and at last having consented 
to give up their independence —was that 
their great national leader and_ hero, 
General Lee, advised his people after 
the war was over to settle down and 
accept the new conditions. The words 
which he used in asking them to do so 
were— 

“We have fought this fight as long and as 


Mr. Trevelyan. 
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wellas we knew how. We have been defeated. 
For us, as a Christian people, there is now 
but one course to pursue. We must accept 
the situation. These men must go home and 
plant and crop, and we must proceed to build 
up our country on a new basis.” 

General Lee was allowed to go home, 
and he lived in the country. It was his 
inspiration to his soldiers that saved the 
North from the terrible and continued 
process of putting down bands of 
Southern rebels after the war was over. 
Now we in South Africa, before the war 
is over, have taken a step which bars 
the possibility of any one of those leaders 
who have been in the field since 15th 
September —- their chief heroes, the 
men with the greatest influence over 
the Boer people, even if these latter 
agreed to the new conditions which we 
allowed — to stay in 
the country. They have the ban of 
permanent exile them. ‘That 
seems to me very curious statesman- 
ship. But beyond that, by this pro- 
clamation you not only banish all the 
leaders like President Steyn, the head 
of every commando, and every minor 
officer in every commando, but you have 
made it the paramount interest of every 
man who is in authority among the 
Boers to hold out. He will say, what 
is the use of a happy settlement in South 
Africa to him if he is not to share it. 
You have also made it the sacred duty 
of the men serving under them to stick 
to them to the very last. I do not know 
why we should have taken this step, 
or why we should assume that the 
opposition of the Boers to the sort of 
conditions we have laid down is to be 


impose ~~ being 


against 


permanent. It is true that in February, 
1901, the Boers said they would not 
accept your conditions; but is it 


necessarily true that in February or 
August, 1902, they would not have 
changed their minds? Are we judges 
of the inscrutable ways in which men’s 
minds are changed! I think this pro- 
clamation shows that the Government are 
approaching peace in altogether a wrong 
spirit, and in a wrong manner. ‘The 
Boers, as we know, are already beginning 
to despair of foreign intervention, and 
I do not think it is statesmanship to 
slam the door, to lock and even to screw 
it against the possibility of peace. 


(6.37.) Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Dur- 
ing the time since [ sat in this House it has 
been my fortune to witness and some- 
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times to take part in a great number of | 
votes of censure on the Government of | 
the day ; and I must say that I do not | 
think in our whole Parliamentary history | 
a precedent can be found for what has 
occurred this evening. A vote of censure 
is, after all, asolemn performance. It may 
be said that the Government are perfectly 
safe, and that the vote will not injure 
them; but it has always been customary 
to treat the vote seriously and as though 
it might lead to a change of Government. 
Well, to-night a Motion brought forward 
at the instigation of the Leader of the 
Opposition in this House, and approved 
of by him, has been entrusted to a private 
member of his party—as to whose abili- 
ties | certainly shall not say a word in 
depreciation, but who will not be 
offended if [ say that he has not hitherto 
taken a prominent or important part in 
our debates. And although the discus- 
sion has gone on since the Motion was 
moved until now, nearly approaching the 
adjournment for dinner, not a_ single 
Member has risen from the Front Bench 
opposite in order to defend the Amend- 
ment which they had promoted. Mean- 
while, | venture to think that I shall be 
able to show —and they will not deny— 
that some of the language by which this 
Amendment has been supported by their 
winstraected and uninformed supporters, 
is not the language likely to be satisfac- 
tory to them, and that we have before us 
reasons for adopting this Amendment 
which are not the reasons which at some 
period they will be prepared to favour us 
with. 
Before | 


occiipy the 


go into details—and [ shall 
time of the House for 
I ask the House to bear in | 
mind whar is the object of this Amend- 
ment. We know what the object is, 
from the statement of the right hon. 
Gentleman, who on the first night of the 
declared. his intention to have 
this Amendment proposed in behalf of the | 
Liberal party, and he said “Its main 
object will be to make clear how 
the Government propose to end the war.” 
Well, if that is the object and I 
accept it—-[ must say that the drafting, 
to which a great deal of trouble has been 
given, is, | think, singularly unfortunate, 
because the Amendment, as it stands, is 
so drawn that it can let in a great deal 
the right hon. Gentleman does not intend, 
and it may exclude altogether much that 
he does intend. It would be perfectly 


some while 
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possible for a Member to support this 
Amendment without saying a single word 
about the main object which the right 
hon. Gentleman stated that he had in view. 
Tt would have been easy, although [ am 
not a draftsman myself, to draw an Amend- 
ment which would have been perfectly 
clear and definite, and for the right hon. 
Gentleman to put on paper the views of 
the Liberal party—the united Liberal 
party—nothing would have been easier— 
as to the way this war should be ended. 
And having stated those views, nothing 
would have been easier than to challenge 
the Government as to their acceptance 
or rejection. In that case it would have 
been easy to discuss solely and entirely 
the main object of the Amendment, as to 
how the Government propose — to 
end the war. I think I am_ justified 
in assuming that there must have been, 
besides the main object, a secondary 
object ; and shall I be wrong when I say 
that the secondary object is to bring  to- 
morrow night into the same lobby the 
Members who disbelieve in the justice of 
the war, who disapprove of the conduct 
of the war, who talk of “methods of 
barbarism,” and “loathsome cruelty” as 
having accompanied the war, who wish us 
to sue for peace from the Boers, who 
desire that we should recall Lord Milner, 
or at all events that we should put the 
insult upon him of submitting the 
negotiations to some other person — 
to bring all these Gentlemen into the 
same lobby with other Gentlemen, who 
have told us in the most distinct terms in 
their speeches—like the right hon. Gentle- 
man the member for East Fife—that they 
hold that “we are fighting with clean 
hands and a clear conscience in a just 
cause ””-—and Gentlemen who, with Lord 
Rosebury, repudiate making any approach 
to the Boers, and who repudiate also the 
idea that we should state what our terms 
are, and the Gentlemen who reject the 
very idea of slighting Lord Milner. 
Now, if that is the object of this Amend- 
ment, I say it is a dishonest Amendment. 
I say it does not deserve the support of 
this House. The right hon. the Leader 
of the Opposition, has tried his hand 
hefore at what I believe one of his right 
hon. friends has called a_ tessellated 
Amendment. I should call this a double- 
barrelled Amendment. That was tried 
when, on the motion of the noble Lord the 
| Member for Cricklade, in January two 
years ago, a similar Amendment was pro- 
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duced before the House of Commons, and 
intended to secure a similar unity. All 
I can say is that the success of that 
attempt hardly justified its repetition. 
Now, Sir, what are the exact words of 
this Amendment ? What is the preamble ? 
The preamble of the Amendment. is, 


‘‘ While prepared to support all proper 


measures for the effective prosecution of the war , 


in South Africa.” 

An admirable preamble, to which, I am 
sure, nobody on this side will for a 
moment object. But I thought that at 
a meeting of a considerable section of 


the Liberal party which was held some | 


time ago in Queen’s Hall there were a 
number of Members of Parliament pre- 
sent. Now I will recall to those Mem- 
bers of Parliament the vote which they 
passed on that occasion unanimously, hav- 
ing taken care that it should be unani- 
mous by means to which I will not 
further refer. The resolution was this: 

‘* That this meeting of citizens of London” 
some of them came from Wales, I think— 
“assembled in the Queen’s Hall, condemns the 
South African policy of the Government as 
contrary to the highest interests and noblest 
traditions of the British people; protests 
against the continuance of an unjust and de- 
solating war ; and demands the immediate offer 


of such terms of peace to the burghers of the | 


two Republics as a brave and freedom-loving 
people can honourably accept.” 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: 


hear! 


Hear, 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Then there 
was, also unanimously, added to that 
resolution : 


‘That such terms are to include the complete 
independence of the two Republics.” 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
8.) : Hear, hear ! 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Whoever 
drew that resolution was certainly much 
more capable of expressing his thoughts 
clearly than the draughtsman of the right 
hon. Gentleman. There was no ambiguity 
about that. What I want to know is, are 
the Members of Parliament who were 
present to join in that unanimous vote, 


who protested against the continuance of | 


the war, who demanded the immediate 

offer of terms of peace, including in- 

dependence—are they going to vote for a 

Resolution which pledges them to “support 

all proper measures for the effective prose- 

cution of the war”? Then there was 
Mr. J, Chamberlain. 
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another meeting. This was held at the 
Westminster Palace Hotel, and there were 
| present some more Members of Parliament 
| who sit on the other side. I do not quite 
know, but I think they were a little less 
extreme than the gentlemen who attended 
the meeting at the Queen’s Hall; but at 
all events they also moved a resolution, 
they also passed it unanimously, and every 
‘one of them, therefore, who agreed to it, 
is committed by it. What did their reso- 
lution say ? : 

‘* That in view of the prolonged loss of life 
and treasure and the intense misery caused by 
the adherance by the Government to their 
demand for unconditional surrender by the 
Boers, this Committee urges the immediate 
opening of negotiations with the Boer leaders, 
and the offer to them of such liberal terms as 
will be acceptable to a brave and high spirited 
race.” 

That was moved by the hon. Member 
for East Northamptonshire, who in moving 
the resolution said that he had little faithin 
any settlement which did not virtually 
restore the independence of the Dutch. 
I make no complaint ; there is no am- 
biguity about that resolution. The 
right hon. Gentleman has ix his united 
Liberal party, evidently, two draughts- 
men perfectly capable of expressing his 
thoughts. Why did he not employ 
them? Again I ask, are the Gentlemen 
who voted for that resolution going 
now to vote for the vigorous prosecu- 
tion of the wart The hon. Member for 
Northampton has put down an Amend- 
ment. I cannot help feeling that it has 
the appearance of a sham Amendment ; 
not that the Amendment itself is at all 
indefinite, quite the contrary. Again, 
thereis a third draughtsman who is able 
to make his intention clear, and he does 
it by culling from the speeches of the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite a number 
of his most popular utterances. Why 
is not the united Liberal party, led by 
the right hon. Gentleman opposite, 
asked to support the views expressed in 
the Amendment of the hon. Member for 
Northampton, which views are taken 
almost verbatim et literatin from the 
right hon. Gentleman’s speeches? It 
appears to me, I say, to be a sham, 
because, if the hon. Member for 
Northampton intended it seriously, he 
: would have moved it as an Amendment 
to this Amendment, and then he would 
jhave got a vote upon it. But by 
| putting it down as a separate3Amend- 
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ment at the end of the Address I take 
it for granted that after the present 
Amendment is disposed of Mr. Speaker 
would hardly consider the Amendment 


of the hon. Gentleman to be in order. | 


And, therefore, to put down an Amend- 
ment, and neither to speak for it nor to 
vote for it—— 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): | 


I do not think I can do it. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Well, if | 


were the hon. Member I would have a 


try. I venture to say this—that it) 


would be perfectly absurd for those who 
agree with the Amendment of the hon. 


Gentleman to vote both for that Amend- | 
ment, or even to agree with it, and) 
then to vote for the Amendment now | 


before us. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE: Hear, hear! 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: So 
for those who go, I think, a good deal 
further than this 
course, it is entirely a matter for them 
what they will do in such a case, or 
how far they are prepared to preserve 
any rag of consistency in the matter. 

Now I cometothe other section of the 
party, and with very different feelings. 
As regards the other section of the party, 
those gentlemen who are called, or call 


themselves, Liberal Imperialists, it is | 


evident that the preamble to which 
I have referred can be no obstacle 
to them. Not only do they agree 
with the vigorous prosecution of the war, 


but their chief complaint hitherto against | 


the Government has been that we have 


not displayed sufficient vigour—it is on | 


that account that they have mainly found 
fault. And as regards that, if they can 
point out, either in this debate or at any 
other time, any practical way in which 


we can be more vigorous, more efficient | 


in the prosecution of the war, the Govern- 
ment will be very much obliged to them, 
and will, if practicable, adopt their sug- 
gestion. There has been an attempt 
made to show that on the other part of 
the Amendment, the part which talksabout 
the settlement which is to be carried out 


at the end of the war, there is an im- | 


portant divergence between the Liberal 
Imperialists and the Government. Well, 
I am going to state, directly, the exact 
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position of the Government. [Opposition 
cries of “Hear, hear.” ] Oh, I do not 
| think I shall say much that is new, but 
I will restate it, and I confess that I am 
iabsolutely unable to see any substantial 
| difference between our views and the 
| views*of those Gentlemen. In any case, 
| I venture to represent to them that what 
difference there may be after we have 
exhausted our controversy is not of 
sufficient importance to justify them in 
taking action which will inevitably be 
interpreted as showing their sympathy 
for the views of the other section of the 
party to which I have already alluded. It 
is useless for hon. Members to attempt, in 
'a case of this gravity, to dissociate the 
mere letter of an Amendment from the 
/speeches by which it is supported, and 
from the motives of its promoters. Now 
| it is no secret—it is notorious—what are 
| the motives, at any rate of the majority 
of those that are going to support this 
| Amendment ; and [| say that those hon. 
and right hon. Gentlemen who hold with 
what has been called the Chesterfield 
policy will, I think, be doing some dis- 
service to themselves and the country, if 
they do not take account of the company 
they will keep if they go into the lobby 
for this Amendment. 

3efore I deal with the question of 
future policy, I must say one word in 
answer to what has fallen from the hon. 
(ientleman who last spoke in regard to 
‘the concentration camps. I think that 
the Blue-book which I have had 
the honour to lay upon the Table 
must have come almost as a_revela- 
tion to many Gentlemen opposite, 
jand I cannot help thinking that it 
must have disabused their. minds of 
many prejudices in regard to the matter. 
At all events, I call their attention to 
‘one or two simple facts. In the first 
place, I ask them to remember how 
‘concentration camps arose. They will 
‘find that they arose because General 
Botha declared his intention of burning 
and destroying the farms, and of compell- 
‘ing the inhabitants of the farms to take 
|astion, if they refused to join his forces. 
Lord Kitchener offered to General Botha 
| to allow these people, women and children, 
to remain in their own homes, and even, 
‘as far as possible, to supply them with 
food, if General Betha would permit 
‘their neutrality. He did not ask them 
‘to take up arms on our behalf, but 
that they should give an assurance of 
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neutrality, and they would remain 
absolutely unmolested. General Botha’s | 
reply was clear and categorical. He said— 

‘**T have a right to impress all these people, 
and they will suffer if they do not come to 
me. 

And therefore, when asked, ‘ What is 
the alternative ?” he said— 

“You had better remove them out: of the 
country, or otherwise [ shall punish them.” 
That is the first stage. Later on we have 
an intercepted letter of General Smuts’s 
addressed to General Botha, and in the 
course of this letter to General Botha, 
General Smuts says 

** You know that with regard to the trans- 

port of women you instructed me to load them 
into the British lines.” 
And then, for a humanity absolutely un- 
precedented in the history of war, we, 
upon whom these women and children 
have been forced, we, who have executed 
the duty and responsibility in the name 
of humanity, are accused of “loathsome 
cruelty.” Igo on; that is not all the 
evidence. Later on, again, we hear that 
on a rumour that Lord Kitchener was 
seriously thinking of breaking up these 
camps and sending the women and 
children back on to the veldt, General De 
Wet published an instruction, a circular 
to all his commandants, and he orderd 
them not to receive these women back 
into their camps. And, lastly, only the 
other day, Lord Kitchener made a further 
offer to Mr. Schalk Burger, telling him if 
he thinks he ean take care of the women 
and children he, Lord Kitchener, will be 
perfectly prepared to hand them over to 
him at any place he may appoint. Now, 
I ask those who with me deplore the 
terrible mortality which has taken place 
in these camps, I ask them always in 
everything they say hereafter to bear in 
mind these important facts—to remember 
that most undoubtedly the responsibility 
for such misery as has been caused rests 
upon the shoulders of the Boer Com- 
mandant. 

According to all the usages of civilized 
warfare--] can give many _ instances 
from the practice of foreign nations, but 
I will pass that, but perhaps the House 
will take that for granted; I say that 
by the constant practice of civilized 
nations it has been customary to refuse 
to remit the pressure which can be put 
upon a beseiged fortressor upon a beseiged 
army through the presence of women 
Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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and children, by allowing either the exit of 
those women and children or by taking 
them under the care of the beseiging 
army. That has been done again and 
again; and I do not hesitate to say that 
if we had taken that course—although 
it is possible that the suffering inflicted 
might have been terrible—if we had 
taken that course the war would long 
ago have been brought to a termination, 
I can conceive that it may be argued 
that we ought to have done so—that it 
would have been a higher humanity— 
but it is that intense feeling which 
affects the mind of every Briton in 
regard to the care of women and 
children, which has prevented us from 
taking that course and has thrown 
upon us this great responsibility. 
Well, we decided otherwise. ‘The amount 
of loss has been deplorable, but there has 
been gross exaggeration with regard to 
this. [have seen pamphlets and papers 
so scurrilous that really it surprised me 
that Englishmen should put their names 
to them. There was one, | believe, pub- 
lished by the authority of the Liberal 
Association, all of whose publications are 
edited by Mr Birrell, a distinguished 
literary man, and in this capital was made 
anda protest was founded on what was 
called “a hecatomb of In my 
opinion, that is an abuse of language, and 
[ am surprised that Mr Birrell could give 
anv countenance to such a statement. 
Then it is said that we have the murders 
of 11,000 children upon us. I donot take 
up the disgraceful accusation. I deal only 
with the statement of fact. I do not 
know exactly what the number of children 
who have died in the camps is; but this 
is perfectly clear, that from that number, 
hefore you attempt to speak of mortality 
due to the war, you must deduct the 
number who would have died in ordinary 
circumstances. The abnormal number is 
only the surplus of the amount 
that would have died in the ordinary 
course. There, again, although | have 
tried, as the House will see by the Blue- 
book, to get information, it is impossible 
to get trustworthy information, because 
the census statistics of the late Govern- 
ment are so imperfect that there is no 
authority for any definite pronounce- 
ment on the subject. But this is per- 
fectly certain, that, although the Boers 
are naturally a very prolific race, their 
numbers have increased very slightly, 
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and the population has made very 
slow progress, and that can only be due 
to an enormous children’s mortality. 
Exactly what it is it is impossible for me 
to say, but it is perfectly certain that if 
there had been no war and no camps, at 
all events a vast number more children 
would have died in the Transvaal and 
the Orange River Colony than would 
have died in a proportionate population 
in this or some other civilised European 
country. Therefore, | think, there is 
gross exaggeration in the figures. But 
I admit to the full that whatever the 
true figures be they are to be deplored, 
and it is our duty, as far as we possibly 
can, to find a remedy for that state of 
things. ‘To what is it due? It is due 
chiefly to an epidemic of measles and the 
consequences of measles. The House 
knows, or if it does not know it can 
easily satisfy itself, that an ep demic of 
measles, breaking out among people that 
are not inured to the disease, is one of the 
most fatal of all diseases. Some time 
ago an epidemic broke out in Fiji. 
The loss of life in one of the Islands, 
taken not on a weekly return but 
through four months, amounted to 837 
pe: 1,000 per annum. ‘There was no 
accusation of cruelty or neglect, or any- 
thing of the kind. It was merely the 
terrible effect of a scourge affecting 
people who were not hardened to diseases 
of that kind. Of course we know also 
that it is partly due to the habits and 
customs of a considerable number of the 
Boers. Many of the Boersare perfectly civi- 
lized people, but there are many also who 
are entirely (Nationalist cries of “‘Oh!”’ ) 
—I do not know whether hon. Members 
think they are not-—-but many of them, 
undoubtedly, are entirely ignorant. They 
are accustomed to all sorts of the rudest 
kind of remedies. They do not under- 
stand the proper treatment of children, 
and no doubt the mortality has increased 
from that cause. Now, I say, every 
effort has since been made to diminish 
this mortality, and to the detriment of 
our own people—of our own soldiers and 
of the civilians in South Africa. Again 
and again the supplies brought up for 
the benefit of the concentration camps 
have interfered with the military supplies 
and the supplies for civilians. 1 was 
reading only the other day the letter 
of a Wesleyan minister, who said that 


he and his family went for a considerable | 
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| time on half rations, the whole civilian 


population being at the same time under 


| that condition, which neither he nor they 


regretted, because it was done in order 
to provide sufficient supplies for the 
concentration camps. I say every visitor 
camps, whether Dutchman, 
Afrikander, Boer, or Englishman, with 
the exception—so far as I know, the 
sole exception—of Miss Hobhouse, has 
recognised the efforts of all concerned 
to do their best for the poor people in 
their charge, and the kindness and 
humanity with which they were treated ; 
and when some of the charges which 
were made against us got back to South 
Africa—for they did not begin there— 
and when General Viljoen, hearing of 
them, asked leave to inspect the camps 
and was permitted to do so by the general 
in charge—I think General Lyttelton— 
he examined the camps for himself, and 
sent back the highest possible testimonial 
to the care that was being given. ‘The 
hon. Member for the Elland Division, 
[ think, tried to make a distinction be- 
tween myself or my own Department and 
the Department of my right hon. friend. 
There is no justification whatever for any 
such distinction. [am merely continuing 
the policy which he began. That from 
time to time, when our minds are being 
devoted as they are to this subject, we 
should have poured in a series of sugges- 
tions, that we should have been willing 
to try any experiment—that of course is 
true, and I have been able to suggest 
experiments which were not suggested 
by my right hon. friend, although many 
ot the suggestions he made have been 
adopted. But the same spirit prevails in 
the administration now, as prevailed all 
through. Neither he nor I, nor our 
respective Departments, have been want- 
ing in anything to improve the condition 
of these people, or lessen the loss of life ; 
and I am very glad to say—lI sincerely 
trust the change is permanent—there is 
in the latest Return a very considerable 
improvement, and I hope that improve- 
ment may continue until we can assure 
the House that the mortality is not more 
than normal. 

Now, Sir, I come back to what has 
been described as the main object of 


this Amendment, which is the considera- 
tion of the steps already taken by the 
Government to bring about peace, and 
above all, of future steps in regard to 
I shall say very little 


the settlement. 
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about the past. I do not think that, in 
view of the statements which we have 
published in the Blue-book, any Member 
on either side who is in the least degree 
inclined to bring an impartial mind to 
this matter will say that there was the 
slightest possibility of any terms short of 
independence being accepted by the Boers 
down to the time of, and even much later 
than, Lord Kitchener’s negotiations. It 
is most interesting to see that in the 
letters which have since come in—some 
of them intercepted letters, taken, that 
is to say, in camps and captured laagers, 
others communications addressed by dif- 
ferent Boer generals to Lord Kitchener— 
it is curious to see that in these they 
hardly ever allude to any of the points 
which have been mentioned as causing 
their rejection by hon. and right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. They always lay 
stress upon their determination to fight 
until they have obtained their inde- 
pendence, and occasionally, as it were 
casually, they have referred to a general 


amnesty, to the treatment of the native | 


population, and to the smallness of the 


sum which we proposed to allot for re- | 
There- | 


stocking and repairing the farms. 
fore we have no reason 


terms would, at that time at any rate, 
have brought about conditions of peace. 


But coming to the future, I ask the | 


House to compare the views of right 
hon. Gentiemen opposite upon this subject, 
and here I am obliged to make a number 
of quotations 
He says :- 

‘** Although I would not offer terms to the 
Boers, I should not be deaf to any overtures 
from them.” 

And in another place he says :— 

‘from any responsible authority.” 

The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for East Fife says :— 

‘* While keeping our eyes open to all reason- 
able overtures, we should in the meantime 
pursue our military operations with unflagging 
vigour ard alertness.” 

He goes on to say, and I regard this as 
of essential importance, 

“© A peace which was founded, or plausibly 
represented to be founded, on our inability to 
continue or end the struggle would be neither 
honourable nor lasting.” 

The hon. Baronet the Member for 
Berwick agrees with the views of Lord | 
Rosebery. Now I ask these right hon. | 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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whatever to | 
believe that any alteration that we could | 
have agreed to with regard to these | 


I take first, Lord Rosebery, | 
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Gentlemen, if they speak in this debate, 
| to tell me where is the difference between 
jus. To my mind, if it exists at all, it 

must be so fine as to be imperceptible. | 
| have read the opinions of these right hon, 
| Gentlemen, with which I have no doubt 
| many other hon. Members on that side of 
the House agree; but what does Lord 
Salisbury say? He says :— 





“If they—the Boers—wish for peace, let 
them come and tell us so.” 


That is not being deaf to their overtures, 
Surely that is keeping an eye on their 
overtures. It is true that Lord Salisbury 
| Boes on to say that :-— 


| ‘* Until they do so I think we had better say 
| as little as possible about it.” 
Surely there is no substantial difference. 
I am perfectly frank as regards the 
| views of the Government. I agree with 
| the statements made on this point by the 
jright hon. Gentlemen I have quoted 
_and by Lord Rosebery. In order to 
'to be perfectly clear, | may say that 
there is one statement made by Lord 
Rosebery with which I do not agree, and 
which I think it was rather unfortunate 
that he should have made. He said that 
the Boers were shrewd enough to know 
that they could have at any time the 
terms which were offered to them by Lord 
| Kitchener. If the Boers do think that 
they are mistaken. Sir, that has been the 
view of the Boers all along. It is evident 
‘from the correspondence that we have 
published, and from the statements made 
by some of the Boer generals, that one 
reason why the Boers refused Lord 
Kitchener’s terms was because they 
thought they were the minimum which 
they could have at any time—that they 
could go on fighting, and at any period 
during the struggle take up the offer as if 
it had never been withdrawn. Surely it 
| would be a most dangerous precedent to 
set up if we were to confirm that opinion. 
We offered at that time terms which, if 
not now so admitted by right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, were at the time 
considered by even some of our most 


violent foreign eritics to be terms of 


unprecedented liberality. That was the 
general opinion of the Continental Press. 
3ut they were flatly refused— no negotia- 
tion, no pretence of asking that they 
should be modified in this detail or in 
that ; they were flatly refused. Since 
then we have been put to heavy loss in 
life and in treasure, and to say after all 
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we should take up matters exactly as 
they were at the time we made the offer, 
seems to me to be extremely bad policy 
and very bad diplomacy, calculated to 
eucourage the Boers to continne the 
struggle. Surely, if we announced that 
as our determination, the Boers would 
say, “ What matters it how long we go on ? 
Let us go on to the last, because even at the 
last we are quite safe, and shall still have 
the terms offered to General Botha.” As 
regards the terms offered by Lord 
Kitchener I want, if I can, to make the 
position of the Government clear. So far 
as they represent the spirit in which we 
approached the conclusion of peace they 
still stand ; but in their details and as a 
matter of condition as between, as it were, 
two equal Powers, or two Powers in an 
equal position—in that way they cannot 
again be reconsidered. I am not going 
into them now, but I believe that, if 1 did, 
I could point out to right hon. Gentlemen 
opposite some of those conditions which 
on the face of them would be productive 
of grave friction and serious embarass- 
ment in the future, and I think they must 
be modified in our favour. 

Now I must go a step further. I have 
pointed out that Lord Rosebery and his 
friends do not want us to make overtures 
to the Boers. They hope the Boers will 
make overtures to us. Well, Sir, if they 
do, there are two points on which I think 
we have a right to demand assurances. 
In the first place, we have a right to say to 
whomever comes to us, “‘ What are your 
credentials ?” In other words, we have to 
ask, in Lord Rosebery’s own terms, “ Are 
you a responsible authority ?” I do not 
mean to say that we are going to allow 
any punctilio to stand in the way of a 
favourable and righteous — settlement. 
Certainly not; but we are not going to 
waste our time or to give any encourage- 
ment to the combatants in the field until 
we know that those who are talking to 
us have the right to speak for those com- 
batants. And can they do it? Is there 
any authority who has this right? Well, 
I am going to consider the possible 
authorities, because the House ought to 
understand the difficulties which face the 
Government in this matter. Is it likely 
that Mr. Kruger and his entowrage in 
Holland would have such an authority ? 
All our information points to the 
fact that they have lost the confidence 
of their fellow-citizens in the Transvaal 
and the Orange Free State, and that they 
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no longer possess any authority to speak 
for them ; and, on the face of it, I must 
say that it seems probable that that 
would be the case. Here are these men 
out on the open veldt suffering the most 
tremendous hardships, and there are 
gertlemen who came over to Holland 
at a very early period, bringing with 
them large sums of money. Is it very 
likely that those who are fighting in the 
field will yield to the views of those 
sitting in armchairs at home ? 

Then there are two other Govern- 
ments., There is the Government of the 
Orange Free State, represented by Mr. 
Steyn, and there is the Government of 
the Transvaal, represented by Mr. Schalk 
jurger. Have they authority’? These 
Governments are perambulating Govern- 
ments ; they are hardly ever in one place 
for two nights together, and they are 
not in communication with the different 
commandos. Again and again they hava 
fled for their lives. I will say that, in 
my opinion, they deserve the confidence 
of those who have been fighting with 
them and by whom they stood, but I do 
not think it would be possible for them to 
speak in the name of all those separate 
commandos. Neither would it be possible 
for any one general in the field to speak 
for all. How could Botha speak for De 
Wet, Delarey, or Viljoen? I do not 
say that these difficulties are entirely 
insuperable, but I say there is great reason 
to consider them exceedingly serious. 
What did ex-President Steyn himself 
say in a letter to Mr. Reitz, the ex- 
Secretary of the Transvaal, who had 
urged him to surrender? “If we, the 
leaders, surrendered, the rank and file 
would refuse to follow.” If that is the 
case, it is perfectly evident that the only 
alternative is to accept individual sur- 
renders when they are offered to us. 
But, then, as to the second assurance, 
supposing we get over the first difficulty, 
and find a body of men or a man entitled 
to speak for all our opponents in the field, 
then before we proceed to negotiations 
we must ask him to put his terms on the 
table. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for East Fife very properly said 
that the terms offered us must be reason- 
able; that they must be terms which 
would not lead to a recurrence of the 
strife. We hold the same view. We 
have a right, before we deal with any 
|; communication of this kind, to have 
| brought to us the terms they would 
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accept, so that we might see whether 
they were in themselves reasonable, and 
offered the prospect of a peace which 
would not be followed by a recurrence of 
the war. 


Now, Sir, I have gone through the 
views of the party which1 suppose I 
may take Lord Rosebery to have repre- 
sented in his speech at Chesterfield ; 
and I say, assuming they adhere to 
these views, I cannot see in what way 


the statement I have made can be un- 
satisfactory to them, and I cannot 


understand on what ground they should 
risk giving a false impression to the 
Boers in the field, and to foreign 
countries, and to this country of their 
position in this matter. I now come to 
the position occupied by the Leader of 
the Opposition and his friends. Here I 
admit there is a vital difference between 
him and us. We do not pretend to 
aecept his views, and we do not agree 
with him. The right hon. Gentleman 
in his numerous speeches during the 


recess has been endeavouring to fix 
on the Government a_ policy which 
we have never expressed. He has 
said that our policy is a 


policy ‘of extermination, of crushing a 
brave race into the dust. It is all very 
well to make those accusations. I defy 
any one to find in any passage In any 
speech of any responsible Minister any 
statement which justifies that charge 
against us. He that we have 
demanded unconditional surrender. So 
far as I know—I am not going to 
eontradict him, but I do not recollect 
having seen in print any statement by 
anv member of the Government that 
we demanded unconditional surrender. 
[An Hon. Memper: “Lord Roberts 
did.”] Let it be produced. It would not 
affect my argument if we had done so. 
It is perfectly absurd and ridiculous to 
confuse a policy of unconditional surren- 
der with a policy of extermination. The 
right hon. Gentleman might think we 
were in the Middle Ages, when a policy 
of unconditional surrender did probably 
mean that a town was to be given up 
to sack, that outrages on women and 
the confiscation of property were to be 
allowed, and the population decimated. 
If weever did use the term “uncon- 
ditional surrender”’ we meant nothing 
of that kind. 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


savs 
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I am to-day challenged to adopt the 
policy of Lord Durham in Canada. It is 
to me a very extraordinary thing that 
Gentlemen who talk about the precedent 
of Canada have evidently not taken the 
trouble to read the history of those 
times. They speak as if there were some 
similarity between the two cases. The 
hon. Member for Elland discriminated— 
and laid great upon the dis- 
crimination—between the judgment and 
wisdom of Lord Durham and the conduct 
of His Majesty’s present Government, 
but he forgot to tell you—because, 
perhaps, he did not know—that the 
policy of Lord Durham was a policy 
of unconditional surrender. When the 
rebellion was put nothing but 
unconditional surrender was accepted. 
Just let me for a2 moment in two or three 
words remind the House what took place 
in Canada. The Canadians had great 
grievances, which the Cape rebels had 
not. ‘The Cape rebels had every libe rty, 
every right. every privilege which the 
Canadians desired or which they have 
since acquired. There was justification 
—or an excuse—for the conduct of the 
Canadian rebels. There was no justifica- 
tion of any kind lfor the conduct of 
the Cape rebels. In the case of Canada 
there was justification which was admitted 
by subsequent legislation. The wrongs 
of the Canadians were subsequently re- 
dressed, but they, were redressed on the 
initiation of this country, and not as 
terms or conditions of surrender. Mark 
the difference. What we are going to do 
is in the future, and we urge that it 
should not be made a term or condition 
of surrender. That was exactly the case 
in Canada. But, sir, the rebellion in 
Canada was a trifling matter. It did 
not put this country or Canada itself to 
any considerable loss. The first rebellion 
lasted twenty-two days, Lord Durham, 
after that rebellion was put down, refused 
amnesty to the leaders. What penalty 
have we put upon any man who has 
taken a leading part in the rebellion? 
None. [A voice from the Nationalist 
Benches: “You shot them.”] Nobody 
has been shot for treason; people have 
been shot for murder and for other 
military offences, and people have been 
‘condemned to long terms of penal servi- 
‘tude for similar offences; but I believe 


the sentences upon those who have been 
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guilty of treason, pure and simple, have 
in almost every case been extremely light 
and lenient. [An Hon. Memper: ‘‘ Not 
a bit.”| Then, Lord Durham not only 
refused amnesty to the ringleaders, but 
he banished some of them to the Ber- 
mudas. It is rather curious how he 
anticipated the present state of things. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) : Crom- 
well sent Irish to the Bermudas. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: We also 
have banished some of the leaders to the 
Bermudas. But the Government of the 
day rejected Lord Durham’s proposal, 
and Lord Durham resigned in dudgeon 
because his proposal to banish the 
Canadian leaders of the rebellion to the 
Bermudas was not accepted by the 
Government of the time. Immediately 
after his departure, or nearly so, a re- 
newal of the insurrection followed. A 
gentleman—Sir John Colborne—who, I 
believe was universally recognised as 
a sober-minded man, in writing about 
the matter, said to Lord Glenelg that 
it was excited by the recollection of 
past impunity and the hope of future 
amnesty. After all, in proportion to 
the number engaged, it seems to me that 
the severity which was carried out 
on that occasion has exceeded anything 
which up to the present time has taken 
place in South Africa. For on the whole 
I find that 25 persons were executed, and 
158 leaders were either banished or 
transported to New South Wales. I 
doubt whether we have reached those 
numbers at present, and certainly we are 
dealing with a very much larger popula- 
tion. That is the historical parallel to 
which hon. Gentlemen opposite appeal. 
I accept the parallel, and certainly I can 
justify anything that we have done from 
that. 

Another parallel has been brought for- 
ward, again with the least possible 
acquaintance with the facts. Why, Sir, 
the surrender of the Confederacy is 
alleged as a case in point—as an example 
which we are to follow. 
ever contested the magnanimity of the 


United States in dealing with the rebels | 


at the time of Lee’s surrender ; but what 
were the terms? The terms were 
unconditional surrender —so far as 


nolities were concerned. We can read 
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the whole account in a most interesting 
pamphlet which has been published 
recently by Charles Francis Adams, a 


representative of a distinguished line of 


American statesmen. But I wish the 
House to consider the terms and the 
circumstances under which the surrender 
of the Confederacy was made. In the 
first place, as I have said, whilst the lives 
of the soldiers were spared, no political 
conditions whatsoever were laid down. 
The United States Government were 
free to deal with them as they pleased, 
and afterwards it is perfectly well known 
that they considered themselves free to 
deal with the ex-President of the Con- 
federacy on a criminal charge. ‘They 
thought it more magnanimous, more 
politic, to allow him to remain untouched, 
but they had the power at the time of 
the surrender—that is all I wish to 
emphasize. What was the result? The 
lives of the rebels were spared, but their 
property was not spared; their property 
was confiscated on a tremendous scale. 
Up to the present time there has been 
no confiscation whatever in South Africa, 
On the other hand, in the case of the 
Southerners there was universal confisca- 
tion affecting every owner of property. 
Then, again, politically, representation was 
withheld from them for a number of years 
—I think it was ten years. When it was 
granted to them it was granted to their 
former slaves at the same time, so that 
they were placed under the political 
supremacy of their former slaves. I beg 
the House to contrast that with what we 
are doing. We certainly shall be less 
hard than the United States of America. 
As I say, we do not propose—we shall 
not propose—any general confiscation. 
But we decline to be bound at the time 
of surrender to any special conditions 
which may embarrass us in the future. 
We have, however, expressed our hope, 
our intention, our expectation, as soon 
as possible to grant to the people whom 





we have conquered full political 
rights, and meanwhile, we have 


promised them that from the first they 
shall have equal justice and eaual 
| privileges with the other white races, 

But there is another point. What 
| happened in the United States of 
America? Although the terms were go 
harsh, there was no permanent aliena- 
tion. I hear Gentlemen opposite making 
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pessi:nistic prophecies, sometimes almost 
as if they wished they would come 


about, that our action will result in | 
permanently alienating the Boers. I) 


see no reason whatever to believe that. 
I say that the course or the principles 
which were adopted by the United 
States of America, although they did not 
immediately lead to harmony, did lead to 


harmony in the end, and, alter’ a period | 


which was a mere trifle in the life of 
a nation, brought about a complete 
reunion. | say we have every indica- 
tion that the same result will follow in 
the case of the Boers. It is no slight 


thing that at the present moment we | 


have 2,000 men, who are native burghers 
of the Transvaal, fighting on our side 
against the men who are still in the 
field—fighting because they believe the 
latter are enemies of their country. 
Only the other day we received a 
communication from the prisoners in the 


Bermudas expressing their entire 


disapproval of the continuance of the | 


war. [Nationalist members. — ‘* How 


many?” ‘ Who authorised it?”’] 


inthis way, but Iam quite willing to 
furnish the information. 
not gotit here. Perhaps it will be better 
if [ lay it on the Table; I will do so. At 
all events, it was a large body of the Boers 
who, in this petition said, that 200 or 300 


men were at once ready totake the oath of 


allegiance, and all the others were willing 
at once to take the oath of neutrality. 
Therefore, the number must be very 
considerably above 200. I speak of 
these as indications. Take the case of 
Ceylon. In Ceylon, it was suggested 
that the Boers should join the British 
forces in India and take part in our 


wars, or in any conflict that might 
occur in India. At once something 


under 200 men gave in their names to 
fight in our pay and under our flag, 
and we were shown that if we had been 


willing to go on with the proposal, | 


which we rejected on various grounds, 
we could easily have had 800 men who 
would have been willing to follow the 
British flag. If that is going on among 
the prisoners, if it is going on in the 
Transvaal, why should we assume that 
after peace has been made the great 
not, recognising their 


majority will 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 


I do | 


not think it is very courteous to interrupt | 


I find I have | 
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| defeat, be willing to settle down ag 
| peaceful citizens ? 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: What 
| about Ireland 2 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I say very 
seriously that, in my opinion, we all 
desire a solid peace—a peace which shall 
not again be broken. I am taking the 
_most extreme of those who are opposed 
to the policy of the Government. [ 
think they would feel that no greater 
ill could befall humanity than that this 
struggle should at any future time 
recommence. I say, then, that the first 
ground for a solid peace is that the 
beaten nation should recognise its defeat. 
'There is no humiliation in that—none 
whatever. The Boers have made a good 
fight ; no one disparages their courage 
or resolution. There is no humiliation 
in laying down their arms to so greatly 
superior a force. There appear to bea 
few people in this country whose idea of 
the Boers is similar to that which they 
have of the Chinese. The Chinese, that 
slim and subtle nation, are always 
anxious to “save their face.” I do not 
believe the Boers in the field care at all 
about it. If I may judge from the 
communications I have seen from them, 
they say, as Schalk Burger himself said 
in a letter :— 


‘* We will fight as long as we can, and then 
we will surrender unconditionally.” 
But though the Boers do not care 
about saving their face, the pro-Boers 
seem to care very much about it. Ihave 
| said that, in my opinion, at any rate, itis 
absolutely necessary, if we are not to 
| have a recurrence of the war, that the 
defeated party should admit their de 
feat. I say there is no humiliation in 
that, under the circumstances ; no more 
humiliation, less humiliation, in facet, 
considering the terms likely to be im- 
posed, than there wasin the case of the 
South in the American Civil War. 
I have endeavoured to state as clearly 
as Icould, as frankly as I could, the 
views of the Government. The House 
will see that we are not animated b 
any vindictive feelings. The House will 
see—and I should have thought it would 
| have been self-evident to any man— 
| —that we are not deaf to overtures of 
peace, to reasonable offers of peace, 
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which may come to us from a respon- 
sible authority. But we are not willing 
to take any action at the present time 
which would show weakness or doubt 
or vacillation. We are not willing, there- 
fore, to withdraw the proclamation of 
August 7th, the conditions of which be- 
came effective on September 15th. For 
the sake of argument, suppose that that 
proclamation was wrong. Do not right 
hon. Gentlemen see that to withdraw it 
in the face of the enemy would be 
treat-d as a sgn of weakness and vacilla- 
tion? Sir, we have had too much ex- 
perience of that kind of thing. and the 
Boers are the worst people to whom we 
could show such weakness and 
vacillation. To come to the merits of 
the proclamation, let me remind the 
House that when I referred to it 
last session of Parliament I said 


Address in Reply to 


it hid two objects—that it might bring | 


surrenders, but if it did not bring sur- 
renders, which I contemplated as 
possible, though not probable (for I did not 
myself have much confidence that it 
would secure surrenders), but that if 
it did not do that, at any rate it would 
secure the permanent absence 


themselves to be irreconcilable, and 
who, as irreconcilables, might do irre- 
mediable mischief. I am afraid I have 
mislaid my papers containing a quotation | 
which I had intended to read to the 
House; and I must give the House the 
purport of it. In one of the letters 
from Mr. Schalk Burger he used words 
to this effect :— 

“Tf we are not exiled we shall be able of our | 
own strength, and with the loving aid of 
friends in Europe, to form committees to 
advance once more our nation, our religion, 
our education, and to restore our oppressed 
national spirit” 

That is patriotic and reasonable from | 
a Boer leader, but consider what it 
means to us. [Nationalist cheers and 
eries of *‘ Another Ireland.” ] I am not | 
surprised at anything that comes from 
the benches below the gangway opposite- - 
[Nationalist cheers.|—but hon. Gentle- 
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South Africa of men who had shown | 
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of again attempting to recreate the inde- 
pendence of his country. I cannot con- 
ceive how any common sense person can 
pretend that we should be wise to allow 
gentlemen holding those views to come 
back to be a centre around which com- 


|mittees would be formed to upset the 


Government which we should establish. 
No nation in its senses would agree to 
sucha thing; and on this ground alone, if 
on no other, it is right and proper that the 
proclamation of September 15th should 
be maintained. One other word. There 
is the question of amnesty. It is said 
that we ought to grant a general amnesty. 
Lord Rosebery did not say so. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
East Fite did not sayso. No one belong- 
ing to that party at all events has said so. 
They have always added some qualifica- 
tion, such as “the largest possible 
amnesty,” or words to that effect. With 
that qualification I should be perfectly 
ready to adopt such a policy. When 
peace is restored, it is wise to offer the 


largest possible amnesty that can be 


offered in view of justice to those who 
have suffered, in view of our own future 
security, and in view of the general 
policy of nations in such circumstances. 
And it will be a very large amnesty. 
There will be no “extermination” of the 
people. The utmost that will be done 
will be to deal with those who have com- 
mitted military offences or ordinary 
crimes, and to deal in a more lenient 
way, probably by reference to the fran- 
chise, with those who have shown them- 


| selves unworthy to use it. 


These are our views as to the settle- 
ment that can be made, and as to the 
spirit in which we shall approach it. I 
believe these views are the views of the 
vast majority of the people of the country. 
I believe we have them at our back, and 
I hope the verdict of this House will be 
consistent with the views of the vast 
majority of the country. But we have 
more than that. We have behind us the 
Empire—the British race throughout the 
Emp:re. We have their confidence, their 








men above the gangway cheered that | affection and support, as we never have 
statement as if they were delighted to| had before in our lives. We mean to 
hear it. [Opposition cries of “No.”]| keep them. Iam grieved when I hear 
Then they should be delighted to| hon. Members, like the mover of the 
think that under our system Mr.| Amendment and the hon. Member for 
Schalk Burger will not have the oppur- | Elland, talk almost with contempt of the 
tunity of again fomenting disturbances, | claim of the Colonies to be heard in any 
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iuke. Sir, they have 
Then the mover of the 


settlement we may 
earned that claim. 


Amendment talked of re ugees in London 


who have not been at the war, and who, 
he says, have pressed on the Government 
p easures of severity. | know of no sueh 
persons. Tsay from my place here that 
no refugee, whether he has been at the 
war or not, has come to me, or any other 
Minister, to press measures of severity 
on us, or to in any other way interfere 
with the policy ..h eh deciared. 
Such statements are nonsense. Why talk 
of those who have come home, when we 
have in South Africa 50,000 men who have 


for their 


we ha ve 


fought for us, for themselves, 
, 


homes and families, and for the British 
flag and 


ne 
the unity of the Empire? -Ar 
you going to say to them “ 


have fought for us vou shall be allowed 
to pay for it”? <Atth present moment 
the Cape Colony is paying in proportion 


to its income a very large sum on behalf 


SOW that you 


of the war. I am afraid to speak from 
menory, because [ may be afterwards 
accused of misleading the House, but | 
believe the amount is somet ng like 
£200,000 per month. That is an enor- 
mous contribution tor Colony like the 
Cape. Natal has sent some of its bravest 
to fight by our side. Ave they ani the 
Cape to have no say at all in a matter in 
which they are so cosely concerned ! 
Are the other greit Colonies, who with- 
lave come to our 

] 


out any direct interest 


} 


assistance so nobly, t» be told that they 
are not entitled to claim at our hands at 
least that their sacrifices shall not be in 
vain, that nothne shall be done to 


prejudice the s curity, the interests, and 
the honour of t’e Empire which thev 
have done so much to maintain and 


defend? (3.5.) 


(8.35.) Mr. LABOUCHER I am 
free to admit that the 
speech of the right hon. G 
the Colonial Secretary, which M 
just listened to with so much interest, 
was better than thet of many speeches 
we have heard from him before, but | 
think there is little hope of a useful 
peace being discovered in his policy. 
The right hon. Gentleman said he eould 
not understand how those who agreed to 
the resolutions passed at the Queen’s Hall 
meeting could vote in fevour of the 
Amendment, I entirely agree with him. 
It would be impossible for me to go into 


Mr. Bh Chambe rlain. 


tone of the 
tleman 


have 
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| the lobby to vote for such an Amendment, 
I am still a believer in the doctrine of 
nationality, of which Mr. Gladstone 
was such a distinguished advocate. For 
my part, I believe, when you go to war 
and wage a successful war on a country, 
you have a right to alter to an extent 
the existing frontiers of that country, 
and to exact an indemnity and con- 
ditions which would render subsequent 
war practically impossible. But there 
your right stops, and. no matter whether 
you or the other nation were in the 
right in going to war, you are not in 
any way justified in doing away with 
and sweeping out that nationality. And 
this doctrine applies to the smallest 
nationality in the world. But in this 
war one has to look at facts. I recog. 
nise that this doctrine of nationality no 
longer seems to be a doctrine in this 
country, and I therefore consider that 
opposed to this war 


anyone who is 
should not attempt to 
on what is not accepted by the majority 
of the Members on his own side in this 
House, but should base his ypinion 
on what he reasonably thinks might 
Secure peuce. I believe mysclf that if 
negotiations were entered into. fair 
and unfettered with the 
Boers, in all probability they would tend 
jar more to peace than the piesent 
action of the Government. I! am con- 
vinced that even if the policy of 
the Government is pursued to a success- 
ful issue, it will produce more evils in 
South Africa and harm to the 
Empire than anything it is possible to 
imagine. I regard the methods we are 
adopting in this war as barbarous 
and contrary to the usages of civilised 
nations, and I honour and respect the 
leader of the Liberal party, for having so 
distinctly said that in many of the 
excellent speeches he has made during 


oplnion 


ce ths 
MSE his } 


negotiations, 


more 


the recess. 

Now, what are the words that make it 
impossible for me to vote for this \mend- 
ment ? They are in the declaratory 
part of it. ‘ While prepared to support 
all proper measures for the effective 
prosecution of the war in South Africa. 
What are the “proper measures?” If 
those words mean anything, they 
mean that those who vote for this 
Amendment are in favour of voting for 
the Supplies. Some Gentlemen have said 
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to me “What! not going to vote for the 
Amendment. Do you not see the word 
‘proper!’” Yes, I do perceive the word 
“proper,” but [do not perceive that it 
changes the effect of the Amendment ; 
and if I voted for it I should have to 
vote for the Supplies. What are the 
measures that the House of Commons 
could pursue, and tie only measures for 
the effective prosecution of thewar? We 
are not asked to gird the sword to our 
sides and draw it for ourselves; we are 
to vote other people’s money in order 
that other people should go and fight 
our battles. That is to say we should 
vote in favour of the Supplies. I do not 
intend to stultify myself, and therefore I 
do not intend, with the intention of 
voting against the Supplies, to vote in 
favour of the Amendment. When the 
war was commenced, and Ladysmith was 
beseiged, and a large portion of the 
country overrun by the enemy, I did 
not consider it was my duty to vote 
against the Supplies, but now the case is 
entirely different. It is now a war of 
conquest and extermination, and we 
have the refusal of the Government to 
accept any terms but subjection or 
extermination. The right hon. Gentle- 
man demands surrender at discretion, 
and if these people do not surrender 
at discretion, they are to be shot at 
and hunted down. There you have 
the fact that they are either to be 
subjected or incur the risk of ex- 
termination. J have no_ idea of 
binding anyone to vote against the 
Supplies, and why should any attempts 
be made in order to induce me to 
vote for them? It is perfectly obvious— 
every one can see—that these words are 
dragged in for no reason. I ask 
myself why they are dragged in. I 
ask the reason of this serpent in our 
Liberal Eden, and for my part I want 
to know the views of this serpent before 
I vote for him. Ido not intend to vote 
for this Amendment until I have an 
answer to that question. 

Lord Rosebery has been alluded to in 
this debate. I perfectly understand his 
position, and [ honour and respect him 
for the manly way in which he has 
stated it. Heis in favour of negotiations, 
and I am glad he is, but he is not, I 
gather from his speech, in general accord 
with the Liberal party. 
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that the only assets the Liberal party 
possesses are fly-blown philactaries and 
a dirty slate, and so far as I understand 
he proposes to establish a new party. 
Two very eminent Gentlemen have stated 
their views of the party, two Gentlemen 
as far apart with regard to their political 
opinions as the poles. The First Lord of 
the Treasury should have weleomed these 
statements from Lord Rosebery, because 
although they were called Liberal, they 
were the views of the Unionist party 
which the right hon. Gentleman leads. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Montrose alluded to this new party, 
and said, so far as I can understand, 
that the new Liberal is an old Con- 
servative. I do not complain that the 
Colonial Secretary takes the same view. 
The right hon. Gentleman warned the new 
party that the fold of which he is the 
distinguished shepherd would not accept 
them. The old virgins will not divide their 
oil withthe new virgins. I do not know 
why he will not accept them, because I 
dare say that these new virgins are just 
as good in their political opinions as the 
oldest old virgin who sits on the Treasury 
Lord Rosebery, in a manly way, 
calls on us to come and take a spade and 
dig in his furrow, or trench, or party, or 
whatever he calls it, but when the Leader 
of the House, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Montrose on this 
side of the House, tell me that the views 
that we are to aid in establishing by our 
digging are those of the Liberal 
Unionists, my respect for them does not 
lead me to take a spade. I speak as a 
Radical, and a Radical is said to be a 
Liberal in earnest,and I, as a Radical, can 
hardly be expected to assist Lord Rose- 
bery in digging the grave of Radicalism. 
[ understand perfectly the position of 
Lord Rosebery, but I cannot understand 
that of the so-called Liberal Im- 
perialists.”* What took place last session ? 
The Liberal Imperials claimed a sort of 
chartered liberty on the Front Opposition 
Bench. It is understood that when the 
Leader of the Bench rises, he speaks for 
all. But nearly always, as socn as the 
Leader had expressed an opinion, up 
would jump one of these Imperialists 
and contest it, and instead of voting 
in the division, would walk out of the 
House, followed by others. During the 
recess, what happened? They were in 


P 2 
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open revolt against the leader of the 


party. They went about making 
speeches and forming leagues. I tried 


to follow the names of their leagues, but 
was utterly unable to do it. 
every week their leagues appeared under 
a fresh alias. Their efforts in that 
direction failed, and now they are 
engaged in angling for Liberal Unionists 
to desert the Unionist Party and to 
come overtothem. They have not been 
very successful yet, but one very eminent 
Gentleman has announced that he is at 
any rate going to leave the Liberal 
Unionist Party. But possibly Lord 
Heneage now finds himself in a difficulty, 
because, since he announced his inten- 
tion, it has been declared thatthe funda- 
mental platform of the Liberal Party is 
Home Rule for Ireland, and his Lordship’s 
main reason for leaving his friends was 
that the Liberal Imperialists had declared 
against Home Rule. Personally, I have 
not heard any definite pronouncement 
on that point from the Liberal Im- 
perialists; I wish they would distinetly 
state whether or not they have given up 
Home Rule. Sai 

Now, in studying the opinions of the 
Liberal Imperialists, I have especially 
noticed those of the Members for East 
Wolverhampton and Berwick. The 
Member for East Wolverhampton—amost 
eminent Liberal he is !—stated directly 
after Lord Rosebery’s speech that he 
agreed with every syllable, word and line. 
If that is so, by the admission of Lord 
Rosebery himself, he is no longer a 
member of the Liberal party. The 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Ber- 
wick, speaking at Newcastle, told the 
world in general that he had such an 
intense conviction and belief in the senti- 
ments expressed by Lord Rosebery, that 
he was bound to say that unity between 
him and his friends and the other mem- 
bers of the Liberal party could be secured 
only on condition that we were prepared 
toaccept those views. ‘That is an ultima- 
tum,and one very like that which the Gov- 
ernment are submitting to the Boers— 
subjection or extermination. I have 
not the slightest intention of accepting 
that subjection, and I and my friends 
will certainly do our best to prevent 
our being exterminated, and with us, all 
sound Radical principles, by the right 
hon. Gentleman and his colleagues. 


Mr. Labouchere. 


{COMMONS} 
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I think I have shown pretty clearly 
why I do not intend to vote for this 
Amendment. I would only point out, 
when it is asserted that any man who 
refuses to vote money for the soldiers 
and leaves them to starve must be the 
most base and unpatriotic of Englishmen, 
that if Supplies were refused the soldiers 
would not get one biscuit or one penny 
theless. Supplies are voted in advance ; 


‘and if our present opposition was suc- 


cessful the policy of the Government 
would be changed, and the immediate 
consequence would be that we should 
decline to vote further Supplies for the 
continuance of the war. 

To the other part of the Amendment 
I have no objection, except that it is too 
vague. I should have liked an Amend- 
ment specifying distinctly what we think 
ought to be done, and the things we 
object to in what is being done and is 
intended to be done by the Government. 
But as far as the Amendment goes, if 
there is no great good in it. there is no 
particular ,jharm, and had it not been 
for the preliminary declaration, I cer- 
tainly should have voted for it, simply 
regretting that a stronger Amendment 
had not been moved. The war has 
lasted for more than two years ; the end 
is not within measurable distance. We 
have had many prognostications of the 
Government, and now they throw out 
the idea that the struggle will soon end, 
as we have been very successful of late. 
But they have said that every month 
since the commencement of the war, and 
we can hardly now be expected to take 
the statement seriously. But when the 
war is over, what will happen? We 
have been told by no less an authority 
than Lord Milner that there will still be 
an informal war. In the Transvaal 
there will be no self-government, possibly, 
as Lord Salisbury said, for generations. 
In Cape Colony men will be deprived 
of their votes, there will be every species 
of gerrymandering in order to convert 
the British minority into the majority 
and the Dutch majority into the minority. 
There will be a sullen hostility on the 
part of the whole Dutch population in 
South Africa. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Colonial Secretary said he 
doubted this. He seemed to be under 
the impression that there would be a 
happy family at once created, and that in 
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a very short time Boer and Briton would 
be united in love and affection. Where 
does the right hon. Gentleman get his 
history from? Look at Poland. The 
Poles hate the Russians at present. Look 
at ourown case of the Norman conquest. 
It was years and years before the Saxons 
ceased to be a separate race, a subject 
race of the Normans. Then look at 
Ireland. Js Ireland grateful to us? 
Does Ireland love us? I wish she did, 
but I do not wonder that she does not 
after the way in tvhich she has been 
treated. 

There have lately been some very 
valuable communications in Zhe Times 
from Sir Robert Giffen, who has esti- 
mated that, assuming the war should end 
almost immediately, and the informal 
war then go on as we are told it would., 
there will be added to our normal 
expenditure the enormous sum of 
£30,000,000 per annum. It is sad to 
think of £30,000,000 being squandeged 
in this fashion, when our own people 
might have benefited so much byit. But 
there is something worse than that, and 
it is this Dependency you are bringing 
into existence in South Africa. There 
is no place in the Empire for such a 
Dependency. It will be a permanent 
danger and sore tous. We are told by 
the Liberal Imperialists that the great idea 
of the present day is to knit together in 
bonds of affection the whole of the 
English-speaking people within the area 
of the Empire. This seemsto meto bean 
odd way of carrying out the view, because 
instead of knitting us together, so that 
we might hold our own against the world, 
youspend £30,000,000 perannum,and use 


almost all your army to crush out men. 


and deprive them of their liberty within 
the British Empire itself. The Empire 
is simply a union of sister States, absol- 
utely equal and independent. Sir 
Wilfrid Laurier has said that Canada is 
a sovereign independent State, and that 
the tie is not a tie of the sword, but of 
affection, and is due to the assent of each | 
of the sister States. How then can you 


continue a policy which has forits object 
the placing within the Empire itself of a | 
Dependency which can be maintained in 

the Empire only by the sword ? 
bound, at least, to consider whether 
there is not some other or better method 
of bringing this trouble to an end. 


We are 
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What we have suggested is—and I am 
sorry it is not in the Amendment—that 
there should be aconference between the 
30ers and the British representatives, to 
see if some arrangement could be come 
to which would satisfy our desire that 
the Boer States should enter the area 
of the Empire, and at the same time 
satisfy the Boers’ desire that they 
should remain independent. [Laughter.] 
Hon. Gentlemen laugh. I admit there 
is a difficulty in it, but I do not 
think it is an insuperable difficulty. 
The words may be understood in various 
ways, and it is the greatest mistake to 
pin yourself to particular words in a 
quarrel. You very often find that it 
turns out to be a war of words. The 
words ‘‘annexation’’ and “indepen- 
dence ” have become the battle cries of 
the two people. What is “ annexation ?”’ 
If you put it in this way, that you 
propose to see whether you can effect a 
union between independent countries for 
their mutual advantage, it loses all the 
odium. What is independence under- 
stood to be by Sir Wilfred Laurier when 
he says that Canada is a sovereign inde- 
pendent State? I think you might go 
so far as to admit the Boer Repub- 
lics into the British Empire in this way. 
Everybody admits that Germany is 
strong against the world and _ closely 
united, and yet you have not only 
sovereign States in the German Empire 
but also a Republic, which is part and 
parcel of the Empire, recognising the 
paramountecy of the German Empire. 

When everybody is anxious that this 


war should come to an end, some 
remedy should be discovered. Lord 


Salisbury has said that the Boers are 
not to be granted one shred of indepen- 
dence, and if he meant that, he meant 
that they are not to have that indepen- 


dence which is granted to all our 
self-governing Colonies. When Lord 
Kitchener and General Botha were 


discussing terms together, General Botha 
began by saying, “It must be fully recog- 
nised that I am in favour of the 


‘sovereign independence of my country,” 


and Lord Kitchener said ‘‘It must be 
fully recognised that I insist upon you 
giving up that sovereign independence.” 


| Having made these declarations, neither 


of them receded from their point, and 


_yet the discussion took place. The dis- 
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cussion was broken off, as a matter of | 
fact, because the right hon. Gentleman | 
the Colonial Secretary himself inter- | 
fered with the arrangement proposed | 
by General Kitchener, and said that it 

was preposterous, and that he would 
never allow it. We have had a despatch 
recently in a Blue-book, and. that | 
despatch I read with the greatest care. | 
In it Mr. Schalk Burger takes care not | 
tospeak of anindependent State, although 
he talks of independence, and it appears 
that that was done with some object. 
He asked that there should be a meeting | 
between General Kitchener and himself 
in order to see whether some mode 
could not be discovered satisfactory to 
both parties to bring this unfortunate 
war to an end. What was the reply ? 
The reply from Lord Kitchener was 
that he could not agree to it, and it is 
perfectly true that he could not agree. 
His reply was most courteous, and he 
was inclined to put to us that it would 
be desirable that we should agree to it. 
Mr. Schalk Burger pointed out that 
those engaged at present in the war 
were those previously opposed to the 
war, and the inference was that they 
would have been ready to agree to a 
settlement more readily than Mr. Kruger. 
At present both Boer and Briton are 
heartily sick of this war, but at the 
same time the soldiers on both sides 
have acquired a mutual respect for each 
other owing to the bravery shown on 
both sides. Lord Palmerston used to say 
that when two nations were quarrelling, 
the best thing to do was to get the} 
representatives of both sides to put their | 
legs under the same piece of mahogany 

I want this country to put its legs under 
the same mahogany as the representa- 
tives of the Boers. The right hon. | 
Gentleman said that many of the Boer 
leaders had left the country, and at 
present had no interest in negotiations. 
He went on to say “ Am I to discuss the | 
matter with Mr. Schalk Burger, Mr. 
Steyn, or General Botha,” and he might 
have added General De Wet. The right 
hon. Gentleman asked ‘‘ How are we to 
know that they represent the people?” 
I think if you got the four Boer leaders 
I have mentioned to fix their names to 
an agreement, you might be sure that | 
it would be accepted by the Boer nation. | 
I was glad to hear the right hon. Gentle- | 


Mr. Labouchere. 
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man state that he did not adopt an 
absolute 207 possumus, for although he 
said that it would be difficult to 
negotiate with the Boer leaders, he 
admitted that the difficulties were not 
insuperable. The present is the psycho- 
logical moment, I think, in order to have 
this discussion, but I was very sorry to 
hear the restrictions which were put 
upon the proposal by the Colonial Seere- 
tary. I think that the first essential is 
that both sides should go into the dis- 
cussion absolutely unfettered by any 
preliminary conditions, The Colonial 
Secretary says that he would only 
discuss the matter provided the Boers 
first admitted that they were ready to 
be incorporated within the Empire. 
That is the question which should be 
submitted to the conference. You 
cannot expect the Boers to give up every- 
thing. They say “Let us hear your 
terms, and let us see if we can find 
terms which will satisfy us and enable 
us to enjoy a large measure of independ- 
ence.” You say to the Boers ‘“ You 
must declare that you will enter the 
Empire before you discuss the terms 
upon which you will enter.” It really 
seems to me to be a sort of absurdity. 
Take as an example this alliance which 
is hanging about between Liberal Im- 
perialists and Liberial Unionists at the 
present moment. Let ussuppose that there 
is a chance of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for East Wolverhampton 


joining the present Cabinet. Of course the 


Member for East Wolverhampton would 
first submit his views to the Cabinet. 
Really, a suggestion that the Boers must 
first agree to enter the Empire is as 
absurd as if the Government, anxious to 
get the Member for East Wolverhampton, 
were to say to him, “‘ You must first agree 
to enter the Cabinet and then we will dis- 
cuss what your views are.” The thing 
is really perfectly absurd, and I wonder 
that so astute a right hon. Gentleman 
as the Colonial Secretary does not 
perceive it. I want to know why pro- 
posals should come from the Boers. If 
it is a good idea, why should it not come 
from us? The right hon. Gentleman 
says there is no humiliation in the Boers 
coming into the British Empire and re- 
cognising that they are defeated. Is 
there any humiliation in our trying to 
open peace negotiations? Generally 
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speaking, a conference between two na- | 


tions at war is brought about by the in- 
tervention of some third Power. Prince 
Bismarck brought about a conference 
between two quarrelling nations, and he 
said that he only took the part of an 
honest broker in bringing them to 
gether. We now decline this honest 
broker, and we say that we will not allow 
any foreign nation to interfere. 

| cannot conceive any reason why 
we should not have an_ unfettered 
conference withthe Boer representatives, 
and I think that, if there was the 
will. the way would very soon be 
found. I should like to ask the Govern- 
ment, supposing the Boers were to as- 
sent and ask for such a conterence, 
would the Government accept the offer / 
As | understand it from the Colonial 
Secretary, they would not unless these 
preliminary conditions were observed. 
! think these conditions will destroy all 
hope of peace negotiations, because the 
Boers will not agree to them. ‘The Col- 
onial Secretary complained bitterly 
of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the Opposition having ex- 
pressed his disapproval of the negotiator 
being Lord Milner, and I think my right 
hon. friend expressed an _ objection 
also to the Colonial Secretary him- 
self being a negotiator. I do not want 
to attack Lord Milner, but Ithink he 
has shown himself a partisan. Only the 
other day there was an incident in 
connection with the Johannesburg 
Stor. This newspaper used to excite 
the passions of the people in Johannes- 
burg, and stir up rebellion in the Trans- 
vaal against the then actual govern- 
ment of the country. Lord Milner re- 
cently went and started the machinery 
of the tur newspaper on the first 
day that it made its reappearance in Jo- 
hannesburg. Can we conceive of 
anybody wishing to hold an impartial 
position between the two races doing 
anything so foolish as that? It is, of 
course, a matter of perfect indifference 
to us what Lord Milner says about us, 
but it does strike me as very indiscreet 


when the Civil Governor of the Colony, | 
being a civil servant, goes out of his way | 


to attack and revile us on account oi 
our political opinions. I admit that 
there are a great many merits in the 
Colonial Secretary, but a conciliatory 
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spirit can hardly be reckoned among 
them. Nodoubt he does not know the 
meaning of his own words, but 
he appears to have a very curious 
idea of the meaning of the words if 
he considers that the language he has 
addressed, even to friendiy Powers, is 
such as to promote good friendship be- 
tween them and us. Both Lord Milner 
and the right hon. Gentleman have de- 
clared themselves against negotiations, 
and it would be periectly absurd to ask 
them to be the negotiators. They would 
go there without any desire to bring the 
negotiations to a satisfactory conclusion. 
If the ColonialSecretary were here | would 
put to him this question: Assuming 
that there is to be this sort of conteren2+. 
would you be the right man in the right 
place to bring about a friendly settle- 
ment? No, Sir, and I do not ask 
that my hon friend behind me should 
be the negotiator for a moment. It is 
undesirable that he should, for he has 
certainly taken sides. I want a man 
who has kept himself clear if possible of 
the political difficultics that have divided 
us. | instance Lord Kitchener himself. 
He appears to be a thoroughly sensible 
man. He has done his best to bring 
about peace, but we are told that his 
views are preposterous. If you do not 
take Lord Kitchener, take a man like 
Lord Cromer. I do not know what his 
polities are, but I knowthat heisa very 
good man, and that he has done well in 
every part of Africa. He is an able, im- 
partial, independent and all-round man, 
precisely the sort of man youshould send 
to negotiations such as these. I 
think it would be undesirable to have a 
man off that Bench (the Ministerial 
Bench). I believe that Lord Salisbury 
himself, if he were not so old, and if he 
were able to go, would come back with 
a very sound and satisfactory arrange- 
ment — if not satisfactory to all his 
supporters, satisfactory to us and to the 
Boers. If he could not go, why not 
take Lord Curzon? When we say that 
Lord Milner is not a fit person to put 
into the placeof negotiator, we have not 
the slightest desire to get a man in 
favour of our political views. There are 
a great many delusions on the Opposi- 
tion side of the House. .I hear periodi- 
cally that we are going to turn the 
Government out in two or three weeks 
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or thereabouts, but I know better. The 
Government goes on like the war, 
another baneful thing. I never get 
into those fool’s paradises myself. 
Never! I know what a majority of 130 
means, and although Lord Heneage 
says he has deserted the Unionists, I 
know that their 130 will still save them, 
and that my views can only be acted 
upon if we can induce the Government 
to take them into favourable consider- 
ation. | therefore appeal to the intelli- 
gence and to the patriotism of the Front 
Bench. Their plan if successful would 
cost a great deal, and would create in the 
Empire afesteringsore. They almost ad- 
mit that this is so, but they say it is a 
necessity. Our system will put an end to 
allthese troubles. If the conference 
fails, | cannot see that it will do any 
real harm to this country. There is 
no humiliation in it. It has been done 
before. It was done in the Crimean 
War. There you had a conference 
which took place at Vienna. Lord 
John Russell went there, and if he 
had been left to himself, he would have 
brought back peace. 


* MR. 
Regis) : 
the war. 


GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 


The Conference did not prevent 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: My hon. friend 
opposite thinks he knows everything, 
but there are one or two things that 
he does not know, and it appears to 
me that one of them is the position 
of Lord John Russell at that confer- 
ence. Lord Russell came back having 
assented to the terms proposed by 
Austria and accepted by Russia. His 
colleagues would not agree to the terms. 
Lord John Russell did not make that 
known, and when it came out he had 
to retire from the Cabinet. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: What I 
said was that the Conference did not 
prevent the war. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Then this is 
one of the things that the hon. Gentle- 
man does know. But that is the case 
in all these matters. ‘This is not a 
question whether anything or nothing 
can be urged against a particular course. 
It is a question of weighing pros and 


cons, and it is because we think our 


Mr. Labouchere. 
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course is the better course, and presents 
better chances than that proposed by 
the Government, that we urge it 
respectfully upon the Government. I 
appeal even to the patriotism of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. I think it is most 
unfair for one party to accuse another 
of want of patriotism because they do 
not happen to agree with them. Hon, 
Gentlemen opposite frequently accuse 
us of want of patriotism, and their 
newspapers tell us that we are traitors, 
and that we ought to be put in prison, 
because we venture to disagree with 
His Majesty’s Government. Patriotism 
is the monopoly of no party. If you 
look into history you will find that 
whenever a war takes place, those who 
are in favour of it are termed patriots, 
and that, after the war is over, those 
who were in favour of peace are termed 
patriots. Hon. friends will remember 
the Spanish War in the time of Walpole. 
Walpole was forced into it against his 
own wishes, and at that time the Jin- 
goes denounced those who were opposed 
to it. They were called patriots, and 
they were applauded when they went 
to make speeches. I believe the meetings 
of those against the war were sometimes 
broken up, and the remarks of the 
speakers were received with groans and 
indignation. I think it is patriotism 
that is said to be the last refuge of a 
soundrel. God forbid that I should say 
that hon. Gentlemen opposite are scoun- 
drels, but I ask them to remember that 
definition of patriotism when they 
accuse us of the want of it. I can 
most truly say that I am not influenced 
in any sort of way in the action I 
take in this House by any _ party 
consideration. If I desired the full 
triumph of Radicalism I should ask 
for nothing better than that this war 
should go on for two or three years, and 
be succeeded by that informal war which 
we are told is to be the necessary conse- 
quence of its success. I believe honestly 
the course the Government are pursuing 
is fraught with danger to the entire 
Empire. I know that wars are necessary 
sometimes, but I object to war going on 
one moment longer than is necessary. 
Unless the Liberal party are reunited in 
the way I want to see it united, that is, 
in agreement with myself, do you think 
I do not prefer the present Government ! 
Do you think I want to see an alternative 
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Government which would only be a sort 
of understudy to the present Govern- 
ment? What good would that do to 
Radicalism? It would give away the 
whole thing. The Liberal party and the 
Unionist party would provide alternative 
Governments united by one bond to crush 
advanced Radicalism. I want the war 
to be brought to a finish, and it is because 
of that view that I express myself strongly 
on the matter. 


(9.25.) Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I 
desire to move to omit the words from the 
Amendment— 

‘While prepared to support all proper 
measures for the effective prosecution of the 
war in South Africa.” 

And also to add at the end of the Amend- 
ment 

“ And we humbly represent to your Majesty 
that the systematic devastation of the two 
South African Republics, and the wholesale 
capture of the women and children of the 
burghers, and their imprisonment in insanitary 
camps, where insufficient and unsuitable food 
is supplied, is contrary to the recognised usages 
of civilised war, and has already caused the death 
of many thousands of women and children ; 
that such methods of carrying on war are bar- 
barous, and have aroused the indignation of 
the whole civilised world outside of Great 
Britain.” 

I think it must be evident that the members 
of the Irish party would not vote for the 
Amendment so long as the words I pro- 
pose to omit are incorporated in it. How 
could we, the members of the Nationalist 
party, or any of the Members on the 
Radical Benches, who have resisted this 
war from the outset and fought against 
granting the Supplies asked for carrying 
on the war, because they looked upon 
it as an unjust war of aggression 
waged by a great Empire against two 
weak States—how I ask could we or they 
vote for an Amendment of that kind? It 
would be impossible; to do so would 
stultify all that we have said and done in 
the course of the discussion upon this war. 
n] . * 

For my part, I think a more extraordinary 
Amendment was never submitted to this 
House, and for once in the course of fifteen 
years I find myself in full agreement with 
the Colonial Secretary in what he said 
about it. It is so drafted that if it were 
hot put forward in the shape of a vote of 
censure on the Government it could be 
supported by most Members on the 
Unionist Benches. There is hardly one of 
them who has not got something to com- 
Plain of with regard to the conduct of the 
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war. Some of them say that it has been 
too humane. In fact, I see nothing in it 
to prevent the editors of the Standard 
and St. James’s Gazette from voting for 
it, for the Standard complained that 
the Government erred in declining to 
shoot all their prisoners, and the Gazette 
complained because they did not de- 
port or dispose of the women or children 
they took as prisoners. I must say that 
in another respect I find myself in hearty 
agreement with the Colonial Secretary. 
I have studied the speech at Chesterfield, 
and the utterances of those members of 
the Liberal party who have spoken in the 
country, and for the life of me I cannot 
understand how those Members find it 
their duty to oppose the Government. 
They say that the war is a just war, and 
that we are fighting with clean hands; 
while the only complaint Lord Rosebery 
has to make is that martial law was not 
proclaimed on an earlier occasion. Is 
that a sufficient ground for moving a 
vote of censure on the Government, and 
challenging a division in this House? 
The Colonial Secretary carried me with 
him when he said that he had not sufficient 
intelligence to discover such a difference 
between the policy of the present Govern- 
ment, and that of the Chesterfield speech, 
or the utterances of the right hon. 
Member for East Fife, as would justify 
for an instant the moving of such an 
Amendment. 


Now, I donot intend, on this occasion, 
to occupy the time of the House by 
going into the question of the merits 
of the war, or the attitude of the Irish 
party towards the war. That attitude 
has, from first to last, never been in 
doubt. We have opposed it squarely from 
the outset. We regard it as a war got 
up by the Park Lane South African 
millionaires for the purpose of grabbing 
the land and doubling their dividends on 
the gold mines; and we consider this 
Government, in so far as their policy on 
the war is concerned, as being the bond- 
slaves andinstruments of these gentlemen 
in Park Lane. When | listened to the 
laboured speech of the Secretary for the 
Colonies, | confess that Iagreed with the 
view expressed in a celebrated letter, that 
the time when this country could have 
made honourable terms of peace with 
the Boer nation was the time when the 
two Presidents, after the occupation of 
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Bloemfontein, admitting their « defeat, 
applied to Lord Salisbury to know what 
the terms of peace were. ‘They were 
under the delusion that they were deal- 
ing with honourable men. I remember 
the speech at the Guildhall, when Lord 
Salisbury proclaimed these words, which 
will live in history —“We seek no 
territory, we seek no gold field.” 
The two Presidents, having in their 
minds these words, applied to you for 
your terms of peace; and what was the 
answer! ‘‘Noterms; nota shred of 
independence will be left you. All 
your territory, and all the gold mines 
must be the spoils of the victors.” 
Never was there a more shameless 
breach of public faith and of words 
pledged in the face of Europe. Do 
you wonder that the Boer leaders in 
the field are still offering armed resist 
ance! I venture to prophesy to-night 
that, in spite of all the glories of the 
Empire, and the victories of your arms, 
the day will come, be it near or be it 
far, when your statesmen will bitterly 
regret the action and condemn the men 
who threw away the last chance of a 
contented and peaceful South Africa. 
What do we hear from the optimistic 
gentleman, the hon. Member for Central 
Sheffield? What is his forecast } Fresh 
from the fields of battle he says that at 
the best you may end this war in six 
months; that after the war is over a 
hundred thousand men of your army 
must be locked up in South Africa for 
five years; and that after that perhaps 
you may reduce them to a permanent 
garrison of 50,000 troops. Is there a 
man, who can free himself from the 
madness of this war fever, who can 
suppose that such a condition of things 
as the hon. Member for Central Sheffield 
prophesies to the House will be a source 
of strength to the Empire? If I were 


in a position of being in the counsels of | 
ately 


the Boers, my advice would be what 
Schalk Burger said he would do—‘ fight 
as long as you could, and when you can 
fight no longer, surrender uncondition- 
ally.” ‘Lhere would be no humiliation 
in that. Their names would down go 
with honour to future generations, if 
they surrendered unconditionally and un- 
bound. I still have faith in the principles 
of liberty, and I believe that the time 
will come when these men, whom you 
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have shamefully robbed of their liberty, 
will regain it. It is all very ea y for 
the Secretary for the Colonies to talk 
as he does. He belongs to what you are 
pleased to call an Imperial and a con- 
quering race. He cannot understand 
how the iron has entered into the soul 
of the people of Ireland. He talks about 
the amalgamation ot the races in South 
Africa, because he has bought up a few 
miserable traitors to serve in the British 
army, of whom even the officers in your 
army speak with contempt. The right 
hon. Gentleman speaks of the day when 
the Boers will regard Britons with feel- 
ings of affection; but I venture to tell 
him—because I belong to a conquered 
nation —[ Nationalist cries of “ No” |— 
conquered in a sense. We are held down 
in the same way as yeu propose to 
conquer the Boers. We are disarmed, 
and governed from London. 1| venture 
to say, and I give my opinion for what 
it is worth, that neither the Colonial 
Secretary, nor his children’s children for 
many a generation, will live to see the 
day when the Boers are reconciled to 
the Britons, so long as you keep 50,000 
troops as a permanent garrison in South 
Airica. That part of the Empire will 
never be safe until their liberty is 
restored to the Boers. 

There are two particular aspects of the 
war on which | should like to touch. 
The first is the concentration camps. 
After listening to the speech of the 
Colonial Secretary, and reading the 
letter which the hon. Member for 
Central Sheftield wrote to Zhe Times 
the other day, we were all driven 
to the conclusion that the women and 
children in these camps had been for 
the first time in their lives taught to 
use soap; that they were better washed, 
clad and fed than ever before; and that 
these peop'e were so lost to all sense of 
decency, that 12,000 of them deiliber- 
died to defame the name of 
England! Let me in approaching the 
consideration of this question, recall 


the attention of the House to the 
fact that the matter of the concen- 
tration camps cannot be’ considered 


apart f om the question of farm burning. 
The only shred or shadow of a justifi- 
cation of the policy of the concentration 
camps and of the horrible mortality 


‘therein, hangs on the statement that 
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these families would have perished on 
the open veldt w thout a root over their 
heads. But how came that about? 
From the po.icy of farm burning. You 
deliberately set about the policy of 
reducing the whole of the Transvaal and 
the Orange Free State to a howling 
wilderness, and therefore you had thrown 
on your hand vast multitude: ot 
women and children. Farm burning 
was instituted in August, 1900, and on 
ith December in the same year the 
Colonial Secretary was challenged on 
the matter by the hon. Member for the 
Elland Division. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said that he “regarded as utterly 


worthless’ the evidence coming to this 
country as to farm burning. What I 


complain of is that the House of 
Commons is continually deceived and 
kept in the dark as to what is going on 
in South Africa. We must assume that 
the Colonial Secretary is himself de- 
ceived by false information furnished to 
him from South Africa for communica- 
tion to the House of Commons. The 
Colonial Secretary said on 7th December, 

‘} cannot at this moment give to the House 
exact information as to the number of farm- 
houses that had been destroyed, but we had 
telegraphed for it and Lord Kitchener informs 
us that, though very difficult, he thinks it may 
be possible for him to give some statistical 
information on the subject. I cannot contra- 
dict this anonymous information. I can only 
say that I shall be very much surprised if it does 
not turn out to be grossly exaggerated.” 
Then the right hon. Gentleman went 
on to say that 

‘*Lord Roberts’ proclamation was to the 
effect that, in the first instance, general officers 
were authorised to burn down farmhouses as a 
punishment in cases in which they were used 
as fortified places, or places for the conceal- 
ment of arms, or in which the white flag had 
been improperly used, or where they had been 
the scenes of yross treachery and of acts con- 
trary to the laws of war. As a matter of right 
and moralty the Government are prepared to 
sustain Lord Rober:s absolutely.” 


Again, the right hon. Gentleman went 
on at a later stage of his speech to say 
that 

‘Tt is therefore for the General now in Com- 
mand (Lord Kitchener) to reconsider his 
position and substitute other punishments if 
he thinks it right to do so.” 

Every Member of the House was 
under the impression after that speech 
that farm burning as a policy had 
been abandoned. But was it so? 
The House of Commons was informed | 
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from the best possible source that 
th: burning of arms was confined 


to those cases -pecified by the Colonial 
Secretary, and upon that we wit- 
nessed a scene to which the House of 
Commons is not unaccustomed, namely, 
that a certain member of the Front 
Opposiion Bench fell upon the neck of 
the Colonial Secretary and wept tears of 
joy upon his conversion to the paths of 
reconciliation and of peace. The country 
for a time believed that arm burning 
was confined to places where such acts as 
the Colonial Secretary had described 
took place. Fina'ly, after a long delay, 
came the famous Return of the burning 
of 600 farms, and I venture to say :hat 
out of that 600, 500 were burned with- 
out one of those acts be ng proved 
against them, and it was admitted that 
they were burned in pursuance of the 
policy of devastation. ‘Iherefore, on the 
face of the Government Return, if it is 
accepted as true, the lie was given to 
the statement of the Colonial Secretary 
upon a wholesale scale on a vitally im- 
portant matter. But was that Return 
complete? Nothing of the sort. Evi- 
dence reached my hand immediately that 
only a very small proportion of the farms 
burned were included in the Return, 
and that that Return in itself was amply 
sufficient to overthrow and destroy the 
whole statement of the Colonial Secretary 
to the House of Commons. I had 
placed in my hands a statement to the 
effect that the whole village of Durham, 
in the Orange Free State, a prosperous 
village of 34 houses, was destroyed, but 
that was only one instance, and we are 
informed by the remonstrance written 
on the field on the 25th of November, 
and published in the last Blue-book, by 
Schalk Burger and Mr. Reitz, that up to 
30,000 houses were burned. That may 
be an exaggeration, but it is the authori- 
tative statement of Mr. Burger and Mr. 
Reitz, and it is, at least, entitled to con- 
sideration, because it means that you 
have devastated and destroyed the whole 
of this country as a matter of deliberate 
policy. Have this country and the 
House of Commons been informed of 
this policy? On the contrary, I believe 
they have been deceived, and I believe 
that even this country, saturated and 
overrun with war fever though it be, 
would be raised against this policy had 
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any real and true statement of it been 
communicated to the country. Every 
man in the House of Commons was 
under the impression on the 17th of 
December, 1900, that the policy of farm 
burning was abandoned. That was the 
universal impression of the House and 
of the country. Is it abandoned? I 
believe nothing of the sort. I believe 
the policy of farm burning has been 
going on, and is going on up to the 
present moment. I read a letter the 
other day from a Yeoman, who is corres- 
pondent for the Westminster Gazette, 
This Yeoman was with Lord Methuen, 
and they were operating in the Western 
Transvaal in November, 1901, and he 
says:—‘‘We burn every farm we find, 
and such farms,” and then he describes 
the beautiful fruit trees, every one of 
which, he says, ‘“‘are cut down.” “The 
soldiers,” he says, “were living on the 
plunder of those farms for weeks.” It 
used to be described as one of the greatest 
reproaches against the great Napoleon— 
the plunderer of the enemy’scountry. I 
believe the reproach was unjustly made 
against him. ‘These soldiers lived for 
weeks on the fowls, pigs, and other pro- 
perty of the people. That occurred in 
November last, and so it is that, in my 
opinion, and from all the evidence I 
have been able to collect, this policy of 
farm burning, so far from having been 
abandoned, is going on vigorously up to 
the present moment. 
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I have an extract from a most inter- 
esting and remarkable book published 
on the war recently by a certain Capt. 
Mark Phillips, who is a man pretty well 
qualified to write upon the war, becaues 
he was an Outlander in Johannesburg 
before he joined Rimington’s Scouts. 

He says: 

“Farin burning goes merrily on, and our 
course over the country is marked as in pre- 
historic ages by a pillar of smoke by day and 
fire by night. We usually burn from six to a 
dozen farms every day—that is about all we 
meet in this sparsely-inhabited country. I 
don’t gather that any special cause or reason is 
alleged or given against the farms burned.” 
This is the evidence of a perfectly loyal 
officer, and it is rather interesting to 
compare this with the statement given 
to the House of Commons: 

_ “Tf Boers have used the farms, if the owner 
is on commando, if within a certain distance 
the line has been blown up, or even if the Boers 
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in the neighbourhood should persist in fight 
ing.” 
These are some of the reasons. 

“Of course, the people living on the farms 
have no say in the matter, and are quite power. 
less to interfere with the plans of the fighting 
Boers. Anyway, we find one reason or another 
covers pretty nearly every farm we cone to, 
and to save trouble, we burn the lot without 
inquiry, unless, indeed, which sometimes 
happens, some names are given in_ before 
marching in the morning of farms to be spared, 
To save tronble we burn without inquiry.” 
That is what has been going on for fifteen 
months, and I do not think there is any- 
thing unreasonable in assuming that the 
account of Mr. Burger and Mr. Reitz is 
true, and that, substantially speaking, you 
have devastated as completely—nay, more 
completely—the whole of the two Re- 
publics as the Palatinate was devasted by 
Louis XIV. Now, here is the statement 
by a Yeoman publish in the Westminster 
Gazette— 

“A more rotten'time I don’t think I ever 

had !” 
This is the description of the first half of 
the operations which contains the revela- 
tious concerning the continuation of 
methods of barbarism which Parliament 
and the country were led to believe had 
been abandoned. The writer says 

‘* The first month we were out we had very 
little fighting, as Methuen was on a visit of 
destruction to a very fertile district. Every 
farm we came to was utterly destroyed. Crops 
were destroyed, cattle captured, fruit groves 
cut down, and when the houses were cleared 
they were burned down. In nearly every case 
we found the Boers had cleared out just before 
we arrived, and very often they were on over- 
looking kopjes and sniped at us as we came up. 
It seems rather hard, perhaps, to people at 
home, but it is Kitchener’s orders, and really 
if you were out here you would soon find that 
it is the only way of stopping this business at 
all.” 

That is an important point—it is done 
not as a pretence to punish any acts of 
cruelty or of treachery, but as a means 
of ‘stopping this business.” An hon. 
Member opposite, when I was speaking 
on this subject on a former occasion, 
said devastation of the country was 
according to therules of war, and lawful. 
I say it is unlawful according to the 
usages of war. That is a clear issue, 
and I should like to hear some respon- 
sible member of the Government stand 
up and say they accept the statement 
that the devastation of the country is in 
accordance with the usages of war. Is 
devastation and burning and destroying 
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the food of non-combatants according to 
the rules and usages of war? The mem- 
bers of the Government have never said 
so in the course of these debates. I have 
seen a great deal of sound and fury raging 
from Edinburgh to Birmingham against 
the Germans because they found fault 
with something said by the Colonial 
Secretary, in which he stated that in the 
whole course of these operations Eng- 
land never approached the severity of 
foreign armies. Is it any wonder the 
Germans are full of anger when you 
say they did worse in the French war? 
The tury of the Germans was perfectly 
justifiable when it was charged that they 
did worse against the French Republic. 
[Cries of “No, No.’’] Yes, you did make 
that charge. What would have been said 
by civilised mankind if Germany on her 
march on Paris had turned the whole 
country into a howling wilderness, and 
concentrated the French women and 
children into camps, where they died in 
thousands? All civilised Europe would 
have rushed in to the rescue. 

What did we hear here the other day 
when the First Lord of the Treasury was 
challenged on this point? He said, “I 
am asked is farm-burning given up vet ? 
As we understandthe matter, farm-burn- 
ing isnot given upin those places where it 
isa military necessity.” That truck me 
as the most interesting passage in the 
tight hon. Gentleman’s speech; but | 
hold that this plea of military necessity, 
unqualified, as it is, would cover every 
crime. This plea of military necessity 
was urged by Louis XIV. when he 
destroyed the Palatinate, and it might 
cover the destruction of a fortified town 
by an army forced to abandon that town. 
What would be said by you had the 
Boers burned Johannesburg and Pre- 
toria to the ground when driven out by 
Lord Roberts? Yettheir conduct would 
be more defensible than yours, for, after 
all, Johannesburg and Pretoria were the 
property of the Boers themselves; they 
were in their own country, and if they 
destroyed those two cities your position 
to-day would be very different from 
what it is, and you would have filled the 
whole world with your howls of indigna- 


tion and rage, though the plea of military | 
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necessity would apply in such a case) zed te 
with ten-fold greater force than in yours. | Louis Botha in his 'conversation with 
Yes, the plea of military necessity | Lord Kitchener. That statement seemed 


the King’s Speech 406 


without any qualification would cover 
every conceivable atrocity practised in 
war. I say that one of the things 
prohibited by the laws of war is the 
devastation of an enemy's country for 
the purpose of rendering that country 
uninhabitable to women and_ children 
and other non-combatants. Therefore, 
I say that the whole of this policy of the 
concentration camps has sprung up, as 
far as it was a necessity at all, from your 
wholesale violation of one of the best 
recognised usages of modern war, which 
forbids you to desolate or devastate the 
country of the enemy and destroy the 
food supply on such a scale as to reduce 
non-combatants to starvation in the open 
country. I noticed one or two sophistic 
and absurd arguments were used by the 
Colonial Secretary, when he endeavoured 
to deiend your action in desolating the 
two Republics by referring to the case of 
a besieged city. But there is no analogy 
between the two cases—they are not on 
all fours at all, for in the case of a 
besieged city it is a recognised thing 
under the rules of war to refuse to 
allow the non-combatants to leave 
and so relieve the garrison from the 
pressure of starvation. That is an 
entirely different matter from the 
policy of destruction and devastation 
of an open country: peopled by non- 
combatants. 

On this question of the concentration 
camps, there is a gross misrepresenta- 
tion of facts both in Lord Kitchener’s 
despatch and in the speech of the Colonial 
Secretary. They say that these camps 
are mostly occupied by women and 
children who have come in voluntarily 
for the sake of finding refuge. Now, in 
my judgment, after a careful examination 
of all the evidence, the vast majority of 
the people in these camps have been 
brought in as prisoners of war, and kept 
there against their will. What did the 
Colonial Secretary say? I knew he 
would try to ride off on the high horse 
by quoting, as he did, the despatch 
containing the alleged conversation 
Kitchener and Louis 
Botha, in which is found the astonishing 
statement that the whole of the con- 
centration camp policy was due to a 
statement alleged to have been made by 
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to impress some hon. Members consider- 
ably. Let me examine it for a moment. 
Lord Kitchener, on the 21st November, 
received a letter of remonstrance from 
Mr. Schalk Burger against the treat- 
ment of the women and children. In 
forwarding that letter to Lord Salisbury 
and the Government, Lord Kitchener en- 
closed it in a covering letter of his own, 
in which two statements are made, 
which appear to me to be without any 
justification. Lord Kitchener stated, 
first, that the majority of the women 
and children in the camps were those 
of surrendered burghers, and that those 
who visited the e:mps had no serious 
complaints to regards the 
accommodation afforded either for com- 


make as 


fort, recreation, or instruction. I say 
I do not believe these statements are 
true. I say that the vast majority of 


the people in those camps did not 
surrenter voluntarily. But the main 
point in Lord Kitehener’s letter is that 
he says that on the occasion of his inter- 
view with Louis Botha he told the latter 
that if he continued trying to compel the 
surrendered burghers to take up arms 
the British would be forced to bring in 
the women and children for the sake of 
protecting them. That could only have 
oceurrelin the case of burghers willing 
tosurrender, and not in the ease of these 
stilloncommando. Lord Kitchener’sstate- 
ment was that he would be compelled to 
bring in the families of those threatened 
by Botha if they did not goon commando. 
Supposing that version of the interview 
which I believe it is not, 
can anyone complain of Botha’s action ? 
The Colonial Secretary triumphantly 
stated that Louis Botha was solely 
responsible for the concentration camp 
policy, and based that extraordinary 
suggestion on Lord Kitchener’s version 
of the interview. A more monstrous 
and grotesque statement was never made 
to the House of Commons. This alleged 
conversation between Lord Kitchener 
and Louis Botha was laid on the Table of 
the House, and when we pressed for full 
details on this important point, which at 
the moment was the subject of angry 
debate, there was no reference whatever 
to this statement. Why did the Secretary 
of State for War, who was questioned on 
the point until he almost begged for 
mercy, withhold this informat:onfrom the 
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House if he had it in his possession? Jt 
looks strange and suspicious now, after 
nine monthis have elapsed, that we should 
be supplied with this version of the 
interview. 
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THe SECRETARY or STATE fog 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild. 
ford): I told the hon. Member over and 


over again that Lord Roberts had taken 
over these people in the first instance 
only, when Botha refused to house and 
keep them. 


Mr. DILLON: That is no answer to 
the point [ have raised. I was talking 
about the alleged conversation between 
Botha and Lord Kitchener, which took 
place in February last, and when the 
Papers dealing with the matter were laid 
before the House there was not the 
smallest reference to it. Why is it 
trotted outnow!? Why was it withdrawn 
from us last session while this subject 
was being discussed? And that is not 
all. [ have secured, and have here in 
mv hand, a copy of Botha’s official report 
to his own Government of this conver: 
sation. In that report there is not a 
single word about what the Colonial 
Secretary alluded to, and on which he 
based his defence of the Government 
policy. Evidently Lord Kitchenes 
collection of what occurred is at fault. 
Lou's Botha says in his report— 


S Té- 


“‘T also spoke to him (Kitchener) about the 
removal and ill-treatment of our families after 
the discussion. He declared that our families 
were properly taken care of, He had given 
orders that in their behalf proper conveyances 
should be provided. and if these should not be 
at hand the families were not to be removed, 
and he would look into the complaint about 
the ill-treatment when they had been removed. 
He said he was obliged to remove the families 
because, as he pretended, every farmstead was 
a commissariat for the burghers, and because 
this was the only way he could think to put an 
end to the war.” 

There is no reference in that report to 
the statement alleged by Lord Kitchener. 
In listening to the speech of the Colonial 
Seeretary I thought he would go on to 
say that Botha burned the farms, but he 
did not. He said Botha declared that 
under the laws of his country he had a 
right to burn the farms of the burghers 
who would not take up arms. And so 
he had. That was the law of the 
Transvaal. To-day, in similar circum- 
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stances, I believe it would be the law in 
France and Germany. If the men of 


Address in Reply to 


these countries refused to join the 
colours their property could be con- 
fiseited. But this has no reference 


whatever to the vast number of women 
and children dragged into the camps 


against their will and = against 
their entreaties and protests by British 
troops. 


The Colonial Secretary went on fo 
refer to the deaths of children. In 
sperking on the subject of farm-burning 
in December, 1900, he used an expression 
often used in respect of Ireland, when 
he referred to the houses of the Boers as 
miserable hovels, and that it did not 
matter much whether they were burned 
or not. His language in regard to the 
death of the children in the camps was 


couched in much the same spirit. He 
endeavoured to make out that the 
number is grossly exaggerated. What 


are the facts ? How many children have 
died ? Over 13,000 in a period of eight 
months. ‘These statistics refer to children 
in the Free State up to the age of 15, 
and in the Transvaal up to the age of 
12. There were 60,000 or 70,000 in 
the camps, so that if we put the mortality 
of children in the Transvaal under 
ordinary circumstances at 100 per 
thousand per annum.—{““Oh ”|—I_ place 
it at that enormous figure in order to 


show the utmost limit. I know it is 
more than double. But take it at 50 
per thousand per annum. Supposing 


the camps had not been formed there 


would then have died in the eight 
months 40 children per thousand. 
Indeed, that isa great exaggeration. 


The death-rate of London is about 17 
per thousand of all ages. But as to the 
death-rate of children, there is a great 
deal of mvstification about this, and an 
attempt has been made to palm off on 
the people of this country that this high 
death-rate occurs amongst children of 
under one year. The death rate of 
infants is of course, enormously great 
compared with the mortality after the 
first year, but the mortality amongst 
children of 12 years of age is not high, 
and I am convinced that the figure I 
gave is far beyond the average mortality 
in the Transvaal. If you calculate upon 
that basis you find at the utmost about 
2,500 children who would have died. | 
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You have the number 13,000, so that in 
these camps by the operation of your 
poicy you have killed 10,000 chi dren, 
and that is what the Colonial Secretary 
called the “surplus” within the last eight 
months. [ say that is an awful thing, 
and if it Can be shown—as I say it can 
be—that it might easily have been 
avoided, then a burden of blame lies 
upon the shoulders of the Government 
which no humane man would like to 
share. 

I want here to lay down two or three 
general propositions. In the first place, 
what has happened has been due to two 
or three main and simple causes which 
a little forethought would have avoided. 
There was, first, the overcrowding. All 
military and medical opinion agrees that 
when a camp has been occupied for 
weeks—still for months—by a 
crowded population suffering from sick- 
ness, the soil becomes poisoned, and to 
keep the people in such a place is to 
confine them in a death-trap from 
which there is no escape. Then, it has 
been due to insufficient shelter and un- 
suitable food, particularly in the case of 
children. Overcrowding could easily 
have been avoided. In March, April, and 
May, before serious overcrowding arose, 
the Government were warned by a lady 
who, although her name was jeered at 
in this House to-day, will be honoured 
for the work she has done, and but for 
whom—although she was insulted when 
in this country she tried to speak of 
these women and children—the camps 
would have been left to fester in all 
their misery. I refer to Miss Hobhouse. 
When I hear men talk now about what 
the Colonial Secretary is doing, J re- 
member that it was because public 
opinion had been stirred up by her. In 
the spring she warned the Government 
of the evils that were approaching, and 
she was laughed at. No excessive mor- 
tality occurred until about June, so that 
the Government had ample warning. 
One of the principal points with which she 
dealt was overcrowding, and I remember 
her making agonising appeals against it. 
What did the Government do? They 
continued in spite of these warnings to 
pour in, not voluntary refugees, but 
enormous masses of captured people 
who did not desire your protection, 
who were run down by your columns 
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like wild beasts, and were brought in 
as captives and lodged in bell tents 
with six or seven in a space not fit for 
two people to live in. As the doctor in 
one of these reports said, three or four 
persons, some suffering from malignant 
measles, would be huddled together for 
protection from the cold-—-those who 
had measles and those who ‘had not. 
That was the condition of things which 
produced the frightful mortality which 
has been raging for so many months. 
The country and the House should give 
some attention to the actual figures, 
which show that in the case of the 
camps at Kroonstadt, Bethany, Brandt- 
ford, and Heilbron the rate of mortality 
during the month of September was at 
rates ranging from 419 to 590 per thou- 
sand per anuum, so that two years 
would have sufficed to sweep away the 
whole population of the camps. It is 
said, and this is a most interesting and 
striking fact, that it was connected with 
the nature of the Boer people. There is 
not a word of truth in that. Take the 
camp at Harrismith. The population 
was 1,304. The number of deaths during 
September—to which the figures in the 
case of camps just mentioned refer— 

was 2, or 18°41 per thousand per annum. 
It was about as normal as the City o: 
London. At Port Elizabeth, with a 
population of 390, there was not a single 
death during the month. That, I say, 
shows that the mortality was due 
entirely to the insanitary condition ot 
the camps and the bad management, 
The Colonial Secretary referred to the 
great improvement in the numbers 
during the last month. He telegraphed 
for them in order to have them for the 
meeting of Parliament. Now what are 
thev? In Natal the total population of 
the camps for December was 11,000. The 
total death was 147—that is to say, a 

moderate proportion. In the Cape 

Colony the total population was 280, 

including 198 children, and not a single 

death ; in the Orange Free State 23,000 

children and 911 deaths, or nearly 50 

per cent. per annum. In other words, 

the rate of death still exists which 

would clear off the entire population of 

children in the camps there in two or 

two and a half years. In the Transvaal 

27,000 population, and 736 deaths, or a 

rate of rather over 300;per thousand per 


Mr. Dillon. 
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annum. So although there is a slight 
improvement in the condition of things, 
it is still absolutely horrible. Any one 
who goes through these reports will 
see that they are so atrocious that | 
cannot understand how any one could 
fail to be affected by them. The camps 
at Mafeking and Vryheid are simply 
death traps. I say that this shows 
state of things, the cruellest and most 
savage that was ever brought about by 
any modern nation in carrying on war, 
You talk about America. I say it is an 
outrage to speak of America or Cer- 
many, or France, and to compare their 
conduct with yours. It is idle and most 
absurd to endeavour to make cheap 
capital by saying that by making these 
attacks upon the system of the camps 
we are making attacks upon the soldiers 
of the British Empire. I would not 
hesitate to attack them if I thought they 
deserved it, but I do not say, and [| 
never have said, that the soldiers in 
charge of these camps have not done 
their best in impossible conditions. It 
is the system which fis barbarous and 
intolerable, and I believe it was insti- 
tuted to bring pressure upon the men 
on commando to surrender—that you 
found it impossible to overcome them 
by fair force of arms, and that you 
resorted to this barbarous method 
of endeavouring to bring the war 
to an end. 

I ventured to say eighteen months 
ago that farm-burning would not be 
successful asa military measure. Every- 
one admits it now, and I say, with 
confidence, that this present barbarous 
system of destroying the women and 
children of these Republics will not, even 
from the point of view solely of military 
results, be found to be a successful 
measure. Whether sooner or later you 
succeed in wearing down the resistance 
of generals and commandoes in the field, 
no one can doubt that the ultimate 
settlement of the country will be ren- 
dered a thousand times more difficult by 
what has been done in the concentration 
camps. I think the prospect before you 
is not an agreeable one. I expect the 
Secretary of State for War, if he intends 
totake part in the debate, to say whether 
he has yet made up his mind on the point 
I have so often raised, whether the 
women and children are free to go away 


412° 











413 


from 
they 
One | 
“y 
The ¢ 
round 
native 
And 
condi 
camp 
come 
nativ 
of the 
here } 
Lith 
tion b 
Mrs. 
camps 
‘Pie 
—I hi 
releren 
Moolm 
comma 
better 
the pre 
That 
diseasi 
and he 
the fie 
hy poe 
institu 
agains 
face oO. 
the or 
that I 
but I « 
the Ini 
the Ra 
a squa 
the pri 
for tW 
the bar 
I beg t 
in my 


*(10 
8.) said 
ment t 
celal An 
exhaus 
hon. M 
come 1 
not be 
of the 
pathise 
sition. 
the dee 
ment i 
Liberal 
He wa 





412 


light 
ings, 
"one 
will 
at I 
ould 
Lnps 
nply 
VS @ 
most 
t by 
war, 
7 an 
Ger- 
heir 
nost 
heap 
hese 
mps 
liers 
not 
they 
id I 

in 
lone 

It 
and 
nsti- 
men 
you 
hem 
you 
hod 


war 


iths 

be 
ery- 
vith 
“ous 
and 
ven 
ary 
sful 
you 
nce 
eld, 
ate 
ren- 
| by 
tion 
you 
the 
nds 
her 
int 
the 
vay 








413 Address in Reply to 


from the camps. If they are, why are 
they fenced round with barbed wire! 
One medical inspector said— 

“T found the camp in a dreadful condition. 
The camp was located in a hollow fenced 
round with double wire fences and guarded by 
native scouts. 

And yet we are told in the face of this 
condition of things that these are free 
camps, and that the women are free to 
come and go as they like. The placing oi 
native scouts to guard them is an outrage 
of the most scandalous character. [ have 
here in my hand an official letter of the 
1ith June, 1901, in reply to an applica- 
tion by a Mrs. L. L. Nel to have a certain 
Mrs. Moolmon released from one of the 


It is as follows: 


camps. 
‘Pietermaritzburg, 17th June, 1901. Madam 
—I have the honour to inform you, with 


4 


reference to your application, that as Mrs. R. 
Moolmon’s husband and two sons are still on 
commando, the military authorities consider it 
better thar se should remain at Volksrust for 
the present.” 

That was a very bad camp, full of 
disease and overcrowded. Her two sons 
and her husband were with the Boers in 
the field, and I say is it not a monstrous 
hypocrisy to tell us that these camps are 
instituted in the cause of humanity, 
against the inhumanity of Louis Botha, in 
face of statements of this kind. This is 
the only matter connected with the war 
that [ care to say anything about to-night, 
but I did desire to give an opportunity to 
the Irish Nationalist party and some of 
the Radicals to register their votes upon 
a square issue, and to maintain to-night 
the protest which we have continued now 
for two years against an unjust war and 
the barbarous methods of carrying it on 
I beg to move the Amendment standing 
in my name. 


*(10.40). Mr. JORDAN (Fermanach, 
8S.) said he wished to second this Amend- 
ment to what was understood as the offi- 
cial Amendment. After listening to the 
exhaustive and eloquent speech of the 
hon. Member for East Mayo, he had 
come to the conclusion that it would 
not be necessary for him to occupy much 
of the time of the House. He sym- 
pathised with the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition. He was between the devil and 
the deep sea by supporting an Amend- 
ment intended to catch the votes of the 


Liberal Imperialists—whatever that is 


He was not prepared to support, any 
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measures ‘‘ proper” or otherwise, for 
the further prosecution of the war. 
He was opposed to all war, but this 
war he loathed and detested in his soul, 
because he considered the present 
war was conceived and brought forth in 
ust for gold and in lust for territory. 


The richness of the gold-mines was 
discovered, the Outlanders saw their 
opportunity to obtain the gold. And 


the Government thought that the proper 
time had come to lay hold of the lion’s 
share of the continent of Africa, and they 
took such stepsas they thought best, rre- 
spective of justice or God or righeousnes-, 
to carry out their nefarious ends upon 
these two small independent states. ‘The 
Colonial Secretary and Jingo England 
sneered at Kruger’s trust in God. They 
appealed alone to the force of men in 
arms. How do matters now stand ? 
Had they succeeded against these sturdy 
Puritan burghers? Were they sure that 
they would succeed? No matter how it 
ended, never since the declaration of 
American Independence had the British 
nation been so humiliated as now, by the 
armies of twosmall States. Their military 
prestige was gone; and their treasure 
spent; the country was taxed unduly ; 
their soldiers, men and officers, had been 
slaughtered in this unjust and unholy 
war. This House sneered at the Boers as 
a feeble force. The Boer: were maligned 
and belied in the Press. The tone was 
somewhat changed now, but they still 
refused honourable terms to the Boers 
and insisted upon unconditional sur- 
render. That being so he refused to 
support any further prosecution of the 
war. He begged to second the Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment, to leave out from the word 
“ House,” in line 1, to the word ‘ is,” 
in line 3 :—(.Mr. Dillon). 


(Juestion proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
proposed Amendment.’ 


(10.50.). Tue FIRST LORD or THE 
TREASURY (Mr. A. J. BatFour, Man- 
chester, E.): The Amendment of the hon. 
Gentleman raises a question which has 
been raised in this House often before. 
That Amendment has been moved to an 


Q 
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Amendment, and theG >vernment object 
both to the Amendment and the Amend- 
ment to which it ismoved. Whether the 
original proposition which has _ been 
brought forward under the xgis of the 
Front Bench opposite—though they do 
not seem anxious to acknowledge what I 
understand is their offspring—remains 
in the shape in which it has been intro- 
duced, and whether we are called upon to 
deal with it in the form to which the 
hon. Member for East Mayo desires 
to reduce it, is a matter in which the 
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Government are not concerned one way 
or the other. But I think we had better 
stick to the square issue originally sug. 
gested by the Leader of the Opposition, 
and therefore I, individually, shall vote 
against the Amendment to the Amend- 
nent. 


Question put. 


The 
Noes, 64. 


House divided :—Ayes, 
(Division List No. 4), 


283 ; 





Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Anstruther, H. T. 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Asher, Alexander 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Hen. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Man’h’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. Ger. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bignold, Arthnr 

Bigwood, James 

Black, Alexander William 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brigg, John 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Right Hon. James 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, Johan George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Causton, Richard Kuight 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain, J. Austen (Wor. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchhill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John. Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Ed. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (‘ilasgow 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 
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Crombie, John William 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Karl of 

Davies, Sir Horatio). (Chath’m) 
Davies, s!. Vaughan (Cardigan) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, Rovert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Diike, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Edwards, Frank 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwd. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. Sir J.(Man. ) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzray, Hon. Edwd. Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Phil.S.(Warwick.S. W. 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. ) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H. (City of Lon. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans 
Godson,Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J. KE. (Elgin & Nn. 
Gordon, Maj. Evans- (T’rH’lts. 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Grant, Corrie 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D. (Wedn’bury 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 


Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord G.(Mi’x 
Hamilton, Marq. of (Lon derry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R bert W. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hn. Sir William 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Harwood, George 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Haytor, Rt. Ha. Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, James (Staffords. N. W. 
Helder Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Holland, William Henry 
Hope, J.F. (Sheffield, Br’htside 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, John (Kent, F’sham 
Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Hudson, Goorge Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hn. Wm. La-vies 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kearley, Hudson, FE. 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir. John H. 
Keswick, William 

Lambert, George 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 
Laurie, Lieut-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Jonn Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lee, Arthur H.(Hants., F’ham) 
Lees, Sir Elliot (Birkenhead) 
Leese, Sir Joseph F. (Accr’ton) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N.S. 
Levy, Maurice 

Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Chas. W. (Kvesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lon-dale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lloyd, Archie Kirkman 
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M‘Calmont, Col. H. L. B. (Cams. 
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want of confidence that was altogether 
acceptable to the Government, or which 
was not open to some criticism. 
The right hon. Gentleman appeared 
to-night in a new character as the 
champion of political consistency, but 
Ithink there is much more consistency 
in this Amendment than in a_ great 
many examples for which the right 
hon. Gentleman has been responsible. 

This Amendment is directed to a very 
plain and direct issue. It is intended to do 
two things—to condemn the policy which 
the Government have followed as having 
been the cause of the prolongation of the 
war, and to condemn the attitude which 
they have adopted in the last six months 
in preventing a settlement. I should 
begin by observing what | am sure the 
House will agree with, that the prolonga- 
tion of the war is one of the most 
extraordinary things in modern times. 
I suppose that there has never been a 
ease of a war prolonged so much where 
the disparity of strength was so great 
and where the results were so unpredict- 
able. ‘To what is this prolongation due ? 
In this Amendment we bring no charge 
against the Army; it is not meant in any 
way to touch the conduct of the troops, nor 
does it even mean to challenge primarily 
the military policy of the Government. 
It is rather directed against their civil 
policy, against that part of the policy 
which must be all their own and not 
dependent on the advice of their generals, 
Now, this war has had some peculiar 
features. These features were apparent from 
the very beginning. [will select three which 
seem to be specially characteristic of it 
when we compare it with wars seen in our 
own times in Continental Europe. In the 
first place, it is a war against the whole 
of a people in arms ; between ourselves 
with a great professional army, and a 
people whose army is not professional. 
It is a war against a democracy in arms. 
What difference does that make? A pro- 
fessional army fights under the orders of 
its leaders ; it is accustomed to obey the 
Government ; it is not accustomed to 
think for itself ; but when we are dealing 
with a people in arms, an armed democ- 
racy, a totally different set of phenomena 
has to be considered. We are there deal- 
ing with soldiers who are, themselves, the 
governing power in the State and 
upon whose will the whole war depends, 
who are, themselves, the sovereigns of the 
Mr. Bryce. 
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state for which they are fighting. As the 
House knows, so democratic is this 


army that in both Republics all the 
officers, except the Commandant General, 
are elected by their commandoes, the 
Commandant General being elected by 
the people. We ought to have romem- 
bered that an armed democracy fights no 
jonger than it wishes, and that the zeal 
with which it fights depends on the extent 
to which it feels animated and spurred by 
the feelings and passions which burn within 
its own bosom. ‘Therefore the extent 
to which these men continue to resist 
depends upon the extent to which they 
are embittered against us and the value 
they set upon their independence. It 
follows that if we diminish their spirit 
and zeal,and make them think it is no 
longer worth their while to fight so hard, 
we would reduce the efficiency of their 
force and reduce the ardour with which 
they threw themselves into the contest. 
That is the first point in which I ask 
the House to see the difference between 
this war and an ordinary war. My 
second point is—what was the special dan- 
ger that beset us? It was not a war merely 
against the two Republics. If it had been, 
it would, I believe, have been over long 
ago. It was a war which was always in 
danger of spreading to Cape Colony, where 
the Dutch population, hitherto loyal, is 
greater than that of the two Republics, 
united to them by the ties of history, by 
languageand blood. I am reminded con- 
stantly that the same names occur in the 
accounts for Cape Colony, the Orange Free 
State, and the Transvaal. These people 
are practically one large family. Therefore 
you in the Cape Colony—a population 
which, although it began by being loyal 
to the British connection, eminently 
soyal to the Crown, as the facts of 1897 
proved, was so tied to the people of the 
two Republics that it was perfectly clear 
that a severe strain would be put upon the 
loyalty of the Cape Dutch, and that it 
would be very hard for them, even if they 
did not actually support their brothers in 
arms at any rate not to give them their 
tacit support and sympathy, and inior- 
mation. Therefore it became an object of 
primary importance to secure the good 
feeling of those people, and to prevent the 
spread of the war to the Cape Colony. It 
was of immense importance to avoid 
anything which would exasperate the 
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feelings of the colonists, or would in- 
tensify their race sympathy with their 
brethren in the Republics. My third 
point is that whereas originally it was 
not a question of the incorporation of 
the two Republics, it soon became one. 
Lord Salisbury said “we seek no gold- 
fields or territory,” and the Home Secre- 
tary said he could conceive nothing more 
embarrassing than to have the Transvaal 
and the Free State on our hands. These 
wise declarations were soon forgotten, 
and within a few months the decision 
was for annexation. I am not going 
to discuss the policy of annexation at 
the present moment. What I want to 
point out is the new character given to 
the war aS soon as annexation was 
announced. When it became clear that 
the Republics were to be part of your 
territory in the future and that they 
were to be annexed to your Empire, it 
became of the utmost importance to try 
to avoid any unnecessary devastation 
and destruction of the territories, so 
that when the war ended there should 
be property in them as well as a peaceful 
population capable of resuming that 
prosperity which the war had inter- 
rupted. If that were true about the 
territories, was it not much more true 
about the subjects who inhabited them 4 
If these men were to become British 
subjects and were to be called on to 
share in the duties and privileges of 
British citizens, surely it was important 
to prevent them from becoming exas- 
perated and embittered against this 
country, to keep them from becoming 
bitter enemies, and to bring them 
into that state, in which, when the 
war ended, they would be willing 
to take up the position of subjects, 
trusting to your honour, good will, and 
consideration for them. 

What is it that these three features 
of the war should have suggested % 
What course of policy ought they to 
have prescribed to a Government which 
desired to bring the war to a speedy 
and honourable conclusion? Surely it 
was that the success of the war would 
depend not merely on military policy, 
but on what I might call political 
policy; not merely on the skill with 
which your troops were organised | 
and deposed by your generals, but. 
even more on the extent to which, 
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/you could reach the minds of these 
people, and keep the war from spread- 
ing and extending, and on the extent 
to which you could prevent military 
hostility from passing into political 
bitterness. It would depend on how 
it would affect the minds of the 
fighting men and how it would prevent 
Cape Colonists irom joining in the war. 
When you come to a settlement,—and I 
am sure everybody must feel, who 
thinks on South Africa, that the war 
is only half the difficulty, and that 
perhaps a still greater difficulty will 
begin with the settlement—surely it 
was of the utmost importance that we 
should have endeavoured to have in 
Cape Colony, and in these two Republics, 
the minds of men disposed to acquiesce 
in it, in the faith and hope that ulti- 
mately it would turn out to their own 
benefit. Therefore, it appears to me, 
that the political aspect of the war is, 
after all, of even more importance than 
the military aspect, and that it was 
the primary duty of the Government, 
from the beginning of this struggle, to 
have kept this aspect in mind, and to 
have played every move in the game 
with regard to the feelings and temper 
of the people, as well as to the military 
successes which could be achieved. 
Iam sorry to say, if we follow the 
course which the Government has pur- 
sued from the beginning to the end, 
we simply will find tha: there has hardly 
been a single instance in which they 
regarded political considerations; I 
might almost say hardly an instance in 
which they did not neglect and 
ingore them. ‘They began in March, 
1900, by a blank and curt rejection 
of the proposal for negotiations which 
came from the two Republics. They 
asked then for negotiations, and the 
Government answered in a peremptory 
manner, which cut off all hope of 
negotiations. That was followed up 
shortly afterwards by Lord Roberts’s 
refusal, when the unhappy words 
“‘ unconditional surrender ”’ were for the 
first time prenounced. The Colonial 
Secretary to-night appeared to disclaim 
these words; but I think I have a 
recollection that that has been practically 
the policy of the Government all through, 
and that, with the solitary exception of 
their lapse into moderation when they 
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allowed the negotiations between Lord 
Kitchener and Botha, “ unconditional 
surrender ” has been their watchword. 
That was a capital error and the error 
which has governed the subsequent 
course of the war. It was a capital 
error for this reason. The moment 
when the Boer Republics proposed 
negotiation, and when Botha addressed 
communications to General Buller, 
was the moment when the Boer 
leaders were discouraged and depressed. 
Cronje had been defeated at Paardeberg, 
the Boer forces were in retreat, Bloem- 
fontein had been abandoned and Pretoria 
was at the point of falling. That was 
the moment for any Government to have 
endeavoured, by reasonable and moderate 
offers, to divert the allegiance of the 
more moderate members of the Boer 
forces, and to have endeavoured to ap- 
peal to the temperate and timid part of 
the Boer Army. If that had been done, 
itis quite possible that the Boer forces 
would have suffered a large diminution, 
and the whole subsequent course of the 
war might have been different. 

The next error—and I[ think it is one 
which the Government will now admit 
was an error—was the issue of that series 
of unwise proclamations, beginning with 
the proclamation of annexation by Lord 
Roberts on the Ist of June, 1900, which 
has been openly impeached in this House 
and hax never been defended, although 
the law officers and the Secretary of 
State for War have been repeatedly 
challenged to defendit. It was a mon- 
strous proclamation, a proclamation 
absolutely opposed to the first principles 
of international law, a proclamation based 
upon a paper annexation made seven 
days before, which purported to treat 
the inhabitants of the two Republics as 
rebels—rebels, forsooth, on the basis of 
this paper annexation. Why, Lord Mil- 
ner in a speech the other day admitted 
that in May last the whole country 
outside the railway lines and a few 
of the towns was in the hands of the 
burghers, a full year after this paper 
annexation, which, according to Lord 
Roberts's proclamation made all burghers 
in the field rebels against Her Majesty. 
The effect of the proclamation was most 
unfortunate. It was indefensible in the 
eyes of the world, and exposed us to the 


charge of being either ignorant or dis- | 


Mr. Bryce. 
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regardful of international law. It came 
to the Boers as a declaration that we were 
determined to treat them in an arrogant 
and illegal spirit, and must have done and 
did do a great deal to embitter them in 
their resistance. That series of worthless 
proclamations has been carried on down 
to the proclamation of August last. The 
right hon. Gentleman to-night made a 
feeble attempt to defend the proclamation. 
I confess I thought he himself felt that 
it was a mistake, but I must call his at- 
tention to a statement he made about 
it in the debate of last August. In that 
debate the right hon. Gentleman claimed, 
in support of the action of the Govern- 
ment, a declaration made, as he said, 
by an American General — General 
McArthur. A correspondent in America 
called my attention to the statement 
of the right hon. Gentleman as being in- 
correct. I have made inquiries, and I 
find that the statement of the right hon. 
Gentleman is completely baseless. The 
right hon. Gentleman said that General 
McArthur had recommended that Fili- 
pinos who shot American soldiers should 
be treated as murderers. He said that 
General McArthur was Commander-in- 
Chief, and that his recommendation was 
acted upon. He was corrected by the 
hon. Member for Carnarvon Burghs, but 
the right hon. Gentleman replied, ‘‘ Yes, 
General McArthur was Commander-in- 
Chief.” That was not the case. General 
McArthur was under General Ottis, who 
was’ Commander-in-Chief, and the sug- 
gestion was disapproved by General Ottis 
and was, in fact, never acted upon. 
General McArthur himself became 
Commander-in-Chief several months 
alterwards, and then he did not ven- 
ture to put into force his former recom- 
mendation, which was never acted upon. 
I would like to cite another instance to 
the House, to show the worthlessness 
and danger of this system of trying to 
make war by paper. When Maximilian, 
with the help of the French, was endeav- 
ouring to establish himself as Emperor 
of Mexico, and when he had possession 
of all the cities and the lines of com- 
munication in that country, he, on the 
advice of the French, issued a proclama- 
tion treating all Republicans in arms 
against him as rebels. He carried out 
the proclamation, or rather his officers 
did. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We did not) worst policy we could adopt, and the sooner w 


do that. 


Mr. BRYCE: I am glad to say we 
have not done that, but it is a great 
mistake io issue a proclamation so 
palpably opposed to international law. 
Maximilian did, and the consequence 
was that he himself, when ultimately 
captured, was shot. That is’a! warning 
against the idea of making war by paper. 
He appeared to be in comp ete control of 
the country, but two years afterwards he 
was himself captured and shot. If Minis- 
ters had reflected upon the uncertainty 
in which they then stood they would 
have refrained from an act which has 
prejudiced their whole subsequent posi- 
tion, and which has detracted from any 
valuelater proclamations might have had. 

The next folly was farm burning. I 
will not dwell upon that, because it has 
been dwelt upon already, and will prob- 
ably be dealt with again but I think 
everyone will admit that it was a capital 
error. The Government have admitted 
that themselves by having abandoned it. 
I will read to the House a few words 
written by a British officer about farm 
burning. They are from a book written 
by Captain Philips describing operations 
which went on last summer. He speaks 
of the result of the farm burning which 
he saw carried on during the winter of 
1900 and, I believe. the spring of 1901. 
He says: 

‘Tt is most important that the situation 
should be realised at home for if it were the 
conduct of the war would be changed, You 
cannot torture or terrorise men like this into 
submission. Farm burning hardens these men’s 
resolution to iron and so tends to prolong the 
war, embitters Dutch hatred of the British, 
and so perpetuates the evil effect of the 


war. In fact, I am convinced that it is the 


change it the better.” 


These are not the words of a fractious 
member ofthe Opposition. They are the 
words of a British officer who has fought 
with gallantry in this very war, and he 
describes what he saw with his own eyes 
and its effect. The right hon. Gentle- 
man is very fond of American references 
and illustrations; I will give him an 


American illustration. There was a 
moment in the War of Independance 
when the resistence of the insurgents in 
America against the British arms seemed 
to have almost disappeared, and when 
there was every prospect that the British 
arms would prevail. At that moment 
the British generals made marauding 
and devastating incursions into several 
States, especially Virginia, carrying fire 
and sword. What was the result? The 
spirit of revolt and antagonism which 
was apparently almost extinguished burst 
out afresh, and the devastation of 
Virginia proved to be the turning point 
of the war. That was what became of 


so-called stern policies. 


Then I come to the concentration 
camps. The concentration camps were 
the natural result of the devastation 
of the farms. That was the aspect in 
whieh the Government had always 
defended them, before the right hon. 
Gentleman sprang these new discoveries 
upon us to-night, discoveries which, if 
they are correct, should have been given 
to us long ago. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Does the 


right hon. Gentleman accuse me of 


concealing the truth ? 


| Mr. BRYCE: Not in the least. I 
do not dis- 


make no such accusation. 
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fact 


Colonial Secretary, but I say that these 


pute any vouched for by the 
are facts that ought to have been given 
to us long ago, facts of which we ought 
not to have been kept in ignorance, and 
which we now ought to have an 
opportunity of investigating, with all 
their accompany circumstance,s before 
we are called 


upon to pronounce an 


opinion on them. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: They are 
in the Blue-book, and you can investi- 


gate them as much as you like. 


Mr. BRYCE: 


produced on my mind in reading this 


One of the impressions 


last Blue-book was an impression of the 
infinite harm done to the minds of the 
Boers by the concentration camps, and 
the deaths of the women and children in 
them. Nothing could have done more 


the Re- 


public and Cape Colony than the reports 


to prolong bitter feeling in 


which have reached them about the 
concentration camps. [An Hon. MEMBER: 
Who spread them? | They do not require 
to hear them from this side. They are in 
the country, and they know far more 
than we know. It is not merely that 
this policy has prolonged the war ; it 
extended the war. It is owing to this 
mistaken policy, and this neglect of the 
political considerations which ought to 
have governed Ministers, that the war 
has spread into Cape Colony, and has 
become infinitely more dangero s. What 
did Lord Milner say the other day? In 
one of his despatches he said that the 
Boers had received the reinforcement 
from the South which all along had 
been of such immense assistance to them. 
He is perfectly right. It is this re-in- 
forcement from Cape Colony that has, 


enabled the Boers to carry on the war. | ° 


Mr. Bryce. 
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Bear in mind the history of the war in 
This rebellion did not 
On their 


first invasion the Boers received com- 


Cape Colony. 


by eak out on the first invasion. 


paratively little support and sympathy, 
and nothing at all approaching the 
recruits and sympathy they received on 
Why? 


in the interim we had farm burning 


their second invasion. Because 
and this talk of “no shred of indepen- 
dence’’ and so forth. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Might I very re- 
spectfully ask the right hon. Gentleman 
if he wanted us, having determined not 
to give the Boers independence, not to 


let them know that ? 


Mr. BRYCE: What I object to is the 
phrase in which that policy was con 
veyed, a phrase which implied in the 
clearest manner to the Boers that they 
were to be absolutely subjugated and 
deprived of all autonomy whatever. I 
cannot conceive a phrase more calculated 
to exasperate and inflame their minds 
than that which Lord Salisbusy used, 
What was the result in Cape Colony? 
There was some complaint in this House 
a year ago when I suggested that a very 
large part of Cape Colony was disaffected. 
I was told that that was a calumny on 
the population, but in a speech made by 
Sir Gordon Sprigg, who has been thought 
worthy of a place in the Blue-book— 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : He is Prime 
Minister. 


Mr. BRYCE: Is it a respectful way to 
convey opinion to this country, to send 
us a speech in highly partisan and ex- 
aggerated language? Is it respectful to 
P ariament, and the people of this 
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country, or to the Government 'them-|at a public dinner to an excited and 
selves 4 | popular audience. I venture to say with 
some confidence that that isa new method, 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN}: As a matter andone which had been highly disapproved 
of constitutional practice, in what other by every Colonial Secretary, prior to the 
way does theright hon. Gentlemansuggest Tight hon. Gentleman now in office. 
that the views of the Prime Minister The right hon. Gentleman has drawn me 
should be communicated to this country ? side from the point I want to make. Sir 
They were communicated to us by the “ordon Sprigg in that speech said that at 
Governor of Cape Colony, no doubt with least half the white population, not half the 
the full knowledge and approval of the Dutch population, are either in arms 
Prime Minister. against us or in sympathy with the 
j}enemy. That is a pretty pass to have 


Mx. BRYCE: The right hon. Gentle- brought Cape Colony to. It isthe result 


man has changed our old methods so 
much that we scarcely know where we 
are. ButI should have conceived that the 
old and better method would have been 
that if the Prime Minister wished to 
convey his views, he would address a 


of the policy of the Government. I will 
not dwell on the mischief done in Cape 
Colony by martial law or by what may 
be going on without our knowledge 
under martial law, such as compelling 
persons to be present at the execution of 
their own fellow-townspeople. I hope to 
hear from the Secretary of State for 
War that the officer who suggested that 
has been censured. I will not discuss 
martial law, because the Colonial Secre- 
tary has told my right hon. friend that 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Does the | he does not care a rap for legal authority. 
right hon. Gentleman suggest that in I would say to the right hon. Gentleman, 
his day he would have addressed com- if he will allow me, that he has been 
munications to the Prime Minister of },5:n too late. He ought to have been a 
a jself-governing Colony asking him Minister of James II., and I venture to 
to put his views in moderate and care- say he would not have remained long 
fully termed language? behind his Sovereign. If we take all 
these faults and blunders of policy 
Mr.'BRYCE: The right hon. Gentle- together, the policy of unconditional 
man knows perfectly well that I was not | surrender, of the proclamations, of the 
suggesting that a communication should | farm burnings, of the concentration 
be “addressed to the Prime Minister of camps, and the way in which martial 
Cape Colony. What I suggest is that it | law is used—I do not deny that martial 
would have been in better taste and law may not sometimes be necessary—if 
more consonant with our traditions had | we take these altogether I say that they 
the Prime Minister submitted his views have not only prolonged the war, but 
ina Memorandum, through the Governor, | that they have made a durable settle- 
to the Colonial Office, rather than have | ment in South Africa most difficult. 
sent us the report of his speech delivered | Now I come to the settlement. I 
R 


moderate and carefully termed Memor- 
andum to the Governor. That was 
what was done in the days of previous 
Colonial Secretaries. 
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listened with great attention to what the 
Colonial Secretary said to-night, hoping 
to find something that would encourage 
us to believe that the Government are in 
a more reasonable frame of mind, and 
that they are willing to recognise the 
enormous difficulties and evils which 
they are piling up for us by every 
additional month of the war. I do not 
speak merely of the expense, although 
if we had made peace a year ago we 
should have been eighty millions sterling 
better off. 1 think far more of the loss 
of life, and hardly less than that of the 
aggravation of the state of feeling in 
South Africa, which must add to all 
our future difficulties. The question is 
what can we do to obtain a settlement ? 
In some respects the language of the 
Chief Secretary to-night was an im- 
provement on the language he has 
sometimes used. He expressed less de- 
cided views at any rate as regards 
amnesty, but I confess I find it rather 
hard to 
amnesty. 
things, the position of the Cape rebels, 
and the position of the enemy in the 
two Republics. There is no question 
of amnesty as regards the Boers in the 


follow his meaning about 
He mixes up two different 


two Republics. They were never British 
subjects, and the right hon. Gentleman 
has no right to talk of amnesty as 
regards them. He said he was prepared 
to concede every reasonable amnesty to 
those who have revolted in Cape Colony. 
I am very glad to hear that; but he 
very much diminished the effect of 
his somewhat reduced asperity of tone, 
to my mind, by the way in which 
he spoke of these proclamations. I can- 
not conceive anything more unfortunate 
than the proclamation of August last. 
The Colonial Secretary seems to assume 


that the men now in arms against us 


Mr. Bryce. 
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will necessarily be the most dangerous 
men afterwards. There is no evidence of 
that at all. Schalk Burger is not one 
of the leaders of the army, and the 
leaders of the army are just the men who, 
if they had reasonable terms, would be 
mostly likely to settle down and observe 
faithfully and honourably any conditions 
they might accept. 

In another respect, also, I am sorry the 
Colonial Secretary disappointed us. He 
said it must not be supposed that the 
Government would now give such terms 
as were offered in the Kitchener-Botha 
negotiations. Many of us thought that 
Lord Kitchener’s terms might have been 
accepted, but were none too favour- 
able, that when these terms were cut 
down on the suggestion of the Colonial 
Secretary and the High Commissioner 
they lost much of their value, and that 
it was not unnatural that Botha, who 
might have been willing to accept the 
original terms, should not accept the 
reduced terms. But if the Government 
are going back even on those reduced 
terms, I fear the prospect of an arrange- 
ment being arrived at is much darker, 
and I greatly regret the words of the 
right hon. Gentleman, if that is the 
correct construction, and [ am afraid it 
is the one most of us will be obliged to 
place upon the statement. 

The Colonial Secretary spoke of the 
great difficulty of negotiating. Quite 
true ; there is great difficulty. But whose 
fault isit? It is the fault of those who 
destroyed the two Governments. Those 
who remember 1870 will recollect the 
pains that Prince Bismarck iook ot 
have a French Government with which 
he could negotiate. Our Government has 
improved upon that, and have made 
negotiation difficult: by destroying those 


who could have negotiated. When the 
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right hon. Gentleman says that terms 
must first come from the Boers,‘and at the 
same time that there must be some 
person who is qualified to deal on their 
behalf, he throws a very great difficulty 
in the way of negotiating at all, because 
the difficulty which he foresees—and I do 
not deny its existence—in getting the 
civil Governments of the two Republics 
and the Commandants of the armies in 
the field to agree on terms which must 
be proposed by us to them becomes far 
greater when it is proposed that they 
should suggest terms to us. You put 
off very seriously the possibility of 
negotiating if you insist that these men, 
some of them moving from place to 
place, and others finding it difficult to 
communicate with each other, must meet 
and agree on terms to be remitted to this 
Government. I, therefore, should have 
thought, if the Government were really 
in earnest and wished to negotiate, that 
the course was simple. The Government, 
on grounds of punctilio, object to be 
the first to speak. They think it un- 
worthy of this country to propose ne- 
gotiations. It seems to me that they 
take a very unworthy view of the prestige 
of this country if they think that that 
prestige could be affected by offering 
terms to some 10,000 Boers in arms. But 
suppose they persist in that view, at any 
rate they may do this: they may let it 
be known that if negotiations are proposed 
they will not refuse to negotiate, and, 
when, negotiations are begun, they may 
state their terms. If the Government 
really desire any terms of peace to be 
arranged, it isin that way they must 
proceed, rather than by requiring the two 
Republics to ofler terms to them. I can- 
not see how, under existing circumstances, 


{20 January 1902} 
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agree on terms which would carry the 
whole of the Republican forces with them, 
but I can very easily see that if, having 
proposed to negotiate, they receive terms 
from the Government, they may consider 
those terms and accept them. I believe, 
from what one hears in many quarters, 
it is quite possible that, in spite of their 


continual demand for 


independence, 
terms far short of that would be accepted. 
No man could stir up his people to fight 
by arguing that they ought to have 
money for re-strocking their farms as a 
gift instead of on loan, or that there 
ought to be a larger or smaller measure 
of autonomy. If the leaders want to 
keep up the spirit of their fighting men, 
they will naturally use the inspiration 
But I 


believe they realise to what a position 


of the idea of independence. 


their cause has come, and that they will 
be perfectly willing to accept terms far 
short of what their present language 
implies. My opinion, therefore, is that 
if there is a willingness on the part of 
the Government to allow negotiations 
to be started, and if they intimate that 
they will receive a proposal to negotiate, 
any terms that they may offer would 
have a very fair chance of bringing 


about peace. 


I have only one word to say on the policy 
of unconditional surrender. It seems to 
have been assumed all through by the 
Government that it is an advantage to us 
to impose our own terms absolutely, and it 
was assumed by the Colonial Secretary 
to-night that because Lord Kitchener’s 
terms were not accepted a year ago it 
was a matter of course that we should 


demand higher terms now. That view 
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would be quite natural if two great 
European Powers were contending, and 
if the stake at issue were a piece of 
territory, or a sum of money, or a trade 
privilege. If, then, the vanquished party 
refused reasonable terms, and continued 
to fight on, putting the conqueror to 
greater expense and loss of life, it would 
be natural that heavier compensation, 
either in territory or in privileges, should 
be exacted. But that is not the position 
with which we are dealing. It does not 
in the least follow, as the right hon. 
Gentleman assumed, and as, I think, 
the Government and their supporters 
have assumed all through, that it is to 
our advantage to impose as harsh terms 
as we can. On the contrary, I believe 
that lenient terms are better for our 
Own interest, and that it is against 
our policy to require unconditional sur- 
I think the words of Mr. Schalk 
Burger the import 


in which he implied that the greatest 


render. 
are of deepest 
danger to the future tranquility of South 
Africa and the maintenance of British 
rule would be found in unconditional sur- 
render. It is the past conduct of the 
Government, coupled with the harsh and 
menacing attitude they still assume, 
which fills us with anxiety and has pre- 
vented the prospect of peace; and 
although from time to time, as to-night, 
the Government have spoken in slightly 
more conciliatory t ones, from which they 
have receded after wards, they are still 
far from understanding the men they 
have to deal with¥or the gravity of the 


Mr. Bryce. 


{COMMONS} 


| erisis to which they have brought us, 


the King’s Speech. 436 


‘I believe that if the Government did 
_ realize how tremendous are thedifficulties 
which will succeed the termination of 
the war—difficulties which were foreseen 
by the right hon. ‘Gentleman opposite 
when he was in a less optimistic mood 
than to-night and said that it would 
take generations to extinguish the 
embers of hate which this war would 
light —they would make far stronger 
efforts to secure peace. The right hon. 
Gentleman says he will do nothing 
with the security, hon- 
We 


We are as anx- 


inconsistent 
our, and interests of the Empire. 
do not ask him to. 
ious as he is for the security, honour, 
and interests of the Empire, andit is 
‘because we think that they have been 
endangered by his policy that we have 
‘condemned that policy from the first. 
‘We believe that the security and honour 
‘and interests of the Empire will be best 
secured by the offer of large and gene- 
“rous terms, which may in some degree 
soften the bitterness that had grown up 
‘between the two races, which may in 
‘some degree staunch the wounds from 
which South Africa is bleeding, and 
give some prospect of that peace and 
‘future reconcilement which must come 
if South Africa is to remain a happy 
‘country, or even a part of the British 
| Empire. 

| Debate adjoined till Tomorrow. 


| 


| Adjourned at five minutes before 
| Twelve o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Tuesday, 21st January, 1902. 


EARL OF DARNLEY. 


Petition of Ivo Francis Walter Bligh 
Earl of Darnley, in the Peerage of Ire- 
Jand, claiming a right to vote at 
the elections of Representative Peers for 
Ireland; read, and referred to the Lord 
Chancellor to consider and report there- 
upon to the House. ' 


LORD NEWBOROUGH. 


Petition of William Charles Wynn 
Baron Newborough, in the Peerage of 
Ireland, claiming a right to vote at the 
elections of Representative Peers for 
treland; read, and referred to the Lord 
(!;ancellor to consider and report there- 
upon to the House. 


SOUTH AFRICA. 
Petition from Boer prisoners of war 
at Bermuda: Presented (by Command), 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


House adjourned at Four o’clock, 
to Thursday next, half-past 


rr ; 1. 
I en Oo clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Tuesday, 21st January, 1902. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


(STANDING ORDER 57 COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the table Report 
from the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That, pursuant to a Resolution of 
this House of the 2nd day of August, 1901, 
whereby this House agreed to a Resolu- 
tion passed on the 2nd day of August, 
1901, by the House of Lords, with regard 
to certain Bills therein specified, in the 
case of the following Bills originating and 
now pending in the Lords, Standing Order 
57 has been complied with, viz :— 
Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 
Railway (No. 1) {Lords}. 
VOL. CI. [FourTH SERIES. ] 
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Charing Cross, Hammersmith, and Dis- 
trict Electric Railway [Lords]. 
City and North East Suburban Electric 

Railway | Lords]. 
Islington and Euston Railway { Lords]. 
King’s Road Railway { Lords]. 
West and South London Junction Rail- 
way [Lords]. 


(STANDING ORDERS 57 NOT COMPLIED 
WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- 
port from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, pursuant to a Resolution 
of this House of the 2nd day of August, 
190., whereby this House agreed to a 
Resolution passed on the 2nd day of 
August, 1901, by the House of Lords, 
with regard to certain Bills therein speci- 
fied, in the case of the following Bill, 
originating and now pending in the Lords, 
Standing Order 57 has not been complied 
with, viz: 
Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 
Railway (No. 2) | Lords]. 

Ordered, that the Report be referred to 
the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


PETITIONS. 
ROYAL 
Petition from 


alteration of 
Table. 


DECLARATION. 
Corstorphine, 
Law; to lie 


against 
upon the 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ce 


BOARD OF EDUCATION, 

Return [presented 20th January] to 
be printed. (No. 18.) 

SOUTH AFRICA. 

Copy presented, of Petition from Boer 
Prisoners of War at Bermuda [by Com- 
mand|; to lie upon the Table. 

CIVIL CONTINGENCIES FUND, 1900-1901. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 20th January; Jr. Austen 
Chamberlain]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. (No. 19.) 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 


(IRELAND). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 20th January; Jf. Austen 


S 
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to be printed. (No. 20.) 


POST-OFFICE (HALIFAX 
AND HONG-KONG MAIL CONTRACT). 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 20th January; Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain] ; to lie upon the Table, and 


to be printed. (No. 21.) 


COLONIAL STATISTICS. 

Copy presented, of Statistical Tables 
relating to the Colonial and other Posses- 
sions of the United Kingdom, Part XXIV., 
for the year 1899 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS. 


Copy presented, of Index to Reports 
of His Majesty’s Diplomatic and Consular 
Representatives Abroad on Trade and 
Subjects of General Interest (with Appen- 
dix), 1898-1899 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


COMMISSION 
RENTS). 


IRISH LAND (JUDICIAL 


Copy presented, of Return for the 


month of March, 1901 {by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LAND COMMISSION (JUDICIAL 


RENTS). 


IRISH 


Copy presented, of Return for, the 
month of April, 1901 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 1894 AND 
1896. 

Copy presented, of an Order, dated the 
15th day of January, 1902, entitled the 
Bristol (Avonmouth) Foreign Animals 
Wharf Revocation Order of 1902 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 

Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk 
Assistant :-— 


BANK OF ENGLAND. 


Copy of all applications made by the 
First Lord of the Treasury and the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer to the Governor 
and Deputy-Governor of the Bank of 
England for advances to Government 
authorised by Parliament from 5th Jan- 
uary, 1901, to 5th January, 1902 [by Act] ; 
to be printed. (No. 22.) 


— ee 
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(OR_ QUEBEC) MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 


SISTER. 

Bill to amend the Law as to Marriage 
with a Deceased Wife’s Sister, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Rutherford, Sir 
Brampton Gurdon, Lord Edmond Fitz- 
maurice, Mr. Hambro, Captain Jessel, 
Sir Joseph Leese, Mr. Maclver, Mr. Mellor, 
Mr. Melville, Mr. Charles Shaw, Sir 
Barrington Simeon, and Mr. Price. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
WIFE’S SISTER BILL. 
_ “To amend the Law as to Marriage 
with a Deceased Wife’s Sister,” presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 5th Febru- 
ary, and to be printed. [Bill 1.] 


GOVERNMENT (WALES 
MONMOUTHSHIRE). 
Bill to amend The Local Government 

Act, 1888, so far as it relates to Wales 

and Monmouthshire,ordered to be brought 

in by Mr. Edwards, Mr. George Kenyon, 

Mr. Alfred Thomas, Mr. Brynmor Jones, 

and Mr. Herbert Roberts. 


LOCAL AND 


GOVERNMENT (WALES 
MONMOUTHSHIRE) BILL. 

“To amend the Local Government 
Act, 1888, so far as it relates to Wales 
and Monmouthshire,” presented, and 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 16th April, and 
to be printed. [Bill 2.] 


LOCAL AND 


URBAN SITE VALUE RATING. 

Bili to empower Urban Authorities to 
levy Site Value Rates, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Trevelyan, Mr. John 
Burns, Mr. Douglas, Mr. Emmott, Mr. 
William Jones, Mr, M‘Kenna, Dr. Mac- 
namara, Mr. Robson, and Mr. J. H. 
Whitley. 


URBAN SITE VALUE RATING BILL. 

“To empower Urban Authorities to 
levy Site Value Rates,’’ presented, and 
read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 19th 
February, and to be printed. [Bill 3.] 


RATING OF MACHINERY. 


Bill to amend the Law relating to the 
Rating of Hereditaments 


containing 
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Machinery, ordered'to be brought in by 
Mr. Chapman, Sir Edward Strachey, Sir 
William Houldsworth, Sir William Cod- 
dington, Sir John Dorington, Mr. Cawley, 
Mr. Tomlinson, Mr. George Whiteley, and 
Mr, Rutherford. 


RATING OF MACHINERY BILL. 


“To amend the Law relating to the 
Rating of Hereditaments containing 
Machinery,” presented, and read the 
first time; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 9th April, and to be 
printed. [Bill 4. | 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS). 


Bill to restrict the Hours in Mines to 
Right Hours per Day from Bank to 
Bank, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Jacoby, Mr. Pickard, Sir Charles Dilke, 
Mr. William Abraham (Rhondda), Mr. 
Thomas Bayley, Mr. Markham, Mr. Keir 
Hardie, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. Caldwell, 
Mr. Joseph Walton, Mr. Hatch, and Mr. 
Yoxall. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 

“To restrict the Hours in Mines to 
Fight Hours per Day from Bank to 
Bank,” presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 5th March, and to be 
printed. {Bill 5.] 


BEER. 

Bill to amend the Law relating to the 
manufacture and sale of Beer, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Tomlinson, Sir 
Cuthbert Quilter, Colonel Kenyon-Slaney, 
Mr. Frederick Wilson, Mr. Purvis, Mr. 
Edwards, Colonel Brookfield, Mr. Griffith- 
Boscawen, Mr. Broadhurst, Mr. Round, 
Mr. Corrie Grant, and Mr. Stevenson. 


BEER BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to the 
manufacture and sale of Beer,” presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 23rd 
April, and to be printed. [Bill 6.] 


COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO 
CROPS, &c. 

Bill to give compensation for Damage 
by Fires caused by sparks or cinders from 
railways engines, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Hudson, Mr. Jeffreys, Mr. Munro | 
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Bills. 


Mr. James Lowther, Major Rasch, Mr. 


Raymond-Greene, and Sir Edward 


Strachey. 


COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO 
CROPS, &c., BILL. 

“To give compensation for Damage 
by Fires caused by sparks or cinders 
from railway engines,’ presented, and 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 5th March, and 
to be printed. [Bill 7.] 

COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT). 

Bill to amend the provisions of The 
Coal Mines Regulation Act, 1887, which 
relate to employment, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Pickard, Sir Walter 
Foster, Mr. William Abraham (Rhondda), 
Mr. Holland, Mr. Broadhurst, Mr. 
Brynmor Jones, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. Bell, 
Mr. Cremer, and Mr. Walton. 


COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 

“To amend the provisions of The 
Coil Mines Regulation Act, 1887, which 
relate to employment,” presented, and 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 12th March, and 
to be printed. [ Bill 8.] 


AGED PENSIONERS. 

Bill to provide Pensions for the Aged 
Deserving Poor, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Raymnond-Greene, Mr. Goulding, 
Mr. John Hutton, Mr. Remnant, Mr. J. 
W. Wilson, Mr. Bull, Mr. Carlile, Mr. 
Hay, and Mr. Morrison. 


AGED PENSIONERS BILL. 

“To provide Pensions for the Aged 
Deserving Poor,” presented, and read 
the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 19th March, and to be 
printed. [Bill 9.] 


MIDWIVES. 
Bill to secure the better training of 
Midwives and to regulate their practice, 
ordered to be brought in by Lord 


Cecil Manners, Mr. Tatton Egerton, 
Mr. Schwann, Mr. Parker Smith, Sir 
John Tuke, Sir Savile Crossley, 


Mr. Eugene Wason, Mr. Tennan‘, and 
Mr. Eeywood Johnstone. 


MIDWIVES BILL. 
“To secure the better training of Mid- 


Ferguson, Mr. Channing, Mr. Abel Smith, wives and to regulate their practice,” 


S 2 
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presented, and read the first time; to 
be read a second time upon Wednes- 
day, 26th February, and to be printed. 


[Bill 10.] 


LICENSING ACTS AMENDMENT 
(SCOTLAND). 

Bill to amend the Licensing (Scotland) 
Acts. 1828 to 1887, ordered to be 
brought in by Sir Mark Stewart, Mr. 
Douglas, Mr. -!. A. Campbell, Mr. Munro- 
Ferguson, Mr. Shaw-Stewart, Mr. 
Crombie, and Mr. Maxwell. 


LICENSING ACTS AMENDMENT 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

“To amend the Licensing (Scotland) 
Acts, 1828 to 1887,” presented, and read 
the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 12th February, and to 
be printed | Bili 11.| 


SHOP CLUBS. 

Bill to prohibit compulsory mem ber- 
ship of unregistered Shop Clubs or 
thrift funds, and to regulate such as 
are duly r gistered., ordered to be 
brought in by Major Evans-Gordon, 
Mr. Harry Samuel, Sir Edward 
Strachey, Sir Albert Rollit, Sir Charles 
Dilke, Sir Harry Bullard, Mr. Yoxall, 
Mr. Hay, Dr. Maenamara, Mr. Holland, 
Mr. George White, and Mr. Goulding. 

SHOP CLUBS BILL. 

“To prohibit compulsory membership 
of unregistered Shop Clubs or thrift 
funds, and to regulate such as are duly 
registered,’’ presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 26th March, and to be 
printed. {Biil 12.] 

RURAL SMALL DWELLINGS (IRELAND) 
ACQUISITION. 

Bill to empower Rural Local Authori- 
ties in Ireland to advance money for 
enabling persons to acquire the owner- 


ship of small houses in which they 
reside. ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Macartney, Mr. O'Neill, Colonel 


J. M‘Calmont, and Mr. William Moore. 


RURAL SMALL DWELLINGS (IRELAND) 
ACQUISITION BILL. 

“To empower Rural Local Authorities 
in Ireland to advance money for enabling 
persons to acquire the ownership of small 
houses in which they reside,” presented, 
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and read the first time; to be read g 
second time upon Wednesday, 30th April, 
and to be printed. [Bill 13.] 


LABOURERS (TRELAND) ACTS 
AMENDMENT. 
sil] to amend the Labourers (Trel ind) 
Acts, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. William Moore, Mr. Archdale, and 
Mr. Lonsdale. 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend the Labourers (ireland) 
Acts,” presented, and read the first time; 
tobe read a second time upon Wednesday, 
26th February, and to be printed. [Bill 

7 
14.] 

AGED PENSIONERS (No. 2). 

Bill to provid» Pensions for the Aged 
Deserving Poor, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Goulding, Mr. Raymond- 
Greene, Mr. John Hutton, Mr. Chureh- 
hill, Mr. Strutt, Mr. Remnant, Major 
Evans-Gordon, Mr. Morrison, Mr. Bull, 
Mr. Carlile, and Mr. Bousfield. 

AGED PENSIONERS (Wo. 2) BILL. 

“To provide Pensions for the Aged 
Deserving Poor,” presented, and read the 
first time; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 14th May, and to be printed. 
| Bill 15. | 


RELIEF (FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES). 

Bill to amend The Outdoor Relief 
(Friendly Societies) Act, 1894, ordered 
to be brought in by Sir Edward 
Strachey, Sir Samuel Hoare, Mr. Brand, 
Sir Mark Stewart, Colonel Brookfield, 
Mr. Holland, Mr. Goulding, Mr. Thomas 
Bayley, Mr. Rigg, and Mr. Yoxall. 


OUTDOOR 


OUTDOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES) BILL. 

“To amend The Outdoor Relief 
(Friendly Societies) Act, 1894,” presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 7th May, 
and to be printed. [Bil! 16.] 


BISHOPRIC OF SOUTHWARK. 

Bill to provide for the constitution of 
a Bishopric of Southwark; and for mat- 
ters incidental thereto, ordered to be 
brought in by Colonel Stopford-Sack- 
ville, Mr. Talbot, Mr. Griffith-Boscawen, 
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Mr. Thornton, Mr. Arthur Morton, Mr. 
Loyd, and Colonel Legge. 


BISHOPRIC OF SOUTHWARK BILL. 


“To provide for the constitution of a 
Bishopric of Southwark; and_ for 
matters incidental thereto,” presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 7th May 
and to be printed. [Bill 17.] 


LEASEHOLDERS (PURCHASE OF FEE 
SIMPLE). 

Bill to give facilities to Leaseholders 
for the purchase of the Fee Simple of 
their holdings, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Kearley, Mr. William M‘Arthur, 
Sir John Brunner, Mr. George Whiteley, 
and Mr. Soares. 


EASEHOLDERS (PURCHASE OF FEE 
SIMPLE) BILL. 

‘To give facilities to Leaseholders for 
the purchase of the Fee Simple of their 
holdings,’ presented, and read the firs 
time; to be second time upon 
Wednesday, 28th May, and to be printed. 
[Bill 18. | 


re id a 


EVICTED TENANTS (IRELAND). 

Bill for the re-instatement of the 
Evicted Tenants in Ireland; and for 
other purposes, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr, Haviland-Burke, Mr. John 
Redmond, Mr. Dillon, Sir Thomas Es- 
monde, and Captain Donelan. 


EVICTED TENANTS (IRELAND) BILL. 
“For the reinstatement of the 
Evicted Tenants in Ireland; and_ for 
other purposes,”’ presented, and read the 
first time; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 28th May, and to be 
printed [ Bill 19.] 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) ACTS AMEND- 
MENT (No 2). 

Bill to amend the Labourers ([reland) 
Acts, 1883 to 1896. ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Joseph Nolan, Mr. J. P. Far- 
rel, Mr. Murnaghan, Mr. Kendal 
O’Brien, Mr. Lundon, Mr. Joyce, Mr. 
Crean, Mr. O’Shee, and Mr. Sheehan. 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) ACTS AMEND- 
MENT (NO. 2) BILL. 


“To amend The Labourers ([reland) 
Acts, 1883 to 1896,” presented, and read 
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the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 4th June, and to be 
printed [ Bill 20.] 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS IRELAND.) 

Bill to deal with Congested Districts in 
Ireland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
J. F. X. O’Brien, Mr. Flynn, Dr. Robert 
Ambrose, Mr. Dillon, Mr. Conor 
O’Kelly, Mr. Roche, Mr. John O'Donnell, 
Mr. Thomas O'Donnell, and = Mr. 
O'Doherty. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS (IRELAND) 
BILL. 

“To deal with Congested Districts in 
Ireland,” presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 14th May, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 21.] 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND). 

Bill to improve Local Government in 
Ireland, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Power, Mr. Crean, Mr. J. P. Farrell, 
Mr. Patrick Aloysius M‘Hugh, Mr. 
O’Shee, Mr. Nannetti, Mr. Tully, and 
Mr. Daly. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL. 
‘*To improve Local Government in 
Ireland,” presented, and read the first 


time; to be read a second time upon 


Wednesday, 26th March, and to be 
printed, [Bill 22.] 
OLD AGE PENSIONS. 


3ill to provide Pensions for Persons 
over 65 years of age, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Channing, Mr. Burt, 
Mr. John Burns, Mr. John Wilson 
(Durham), Sir Walter Foster, and Mr. 
Broadhurst, 


OLD AGE PENSIONS BILL. 

“To provide Pensions for Persons 
over 65 years of age,” presented, and 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 29th January, 
and to be printed. [Bill 23.] 


LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) ACT 
(1854) AMENDMENT. 

Bill to amend The Lands Valuation 
(Scotland) Act, 1854, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. M‘Crae, Mr. Bryce, 
Sir. John Leng, Sir William Dunn, Mr. 
T. W. Russell, Mr. John Dewar, Mr. 
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Eugene Wason, Mr. Robert Wallace, and | time; to be read a second time upon 


Mr. Ure. 


LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) ACT 
(1854) AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend the Lands 
(Scotland) Act, 1854,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 19th February, 
and to be printed. [Bill 24.] 


FREEDOM OF 
EXTENSION 

Bill to extend The Honorary Freedom 
of Boroughs Act, 1885, to the Metro- 
politan Boroughs, ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Albert Rollit, Earl Perey, Mr. 
Bartley, Mr. Thornton, Mr. Horner, 
Captain Norton, Mr. Kimber, and Mr. 
Whitmore. 


HONORARY BOROUGHS 


HONORARY FREEDOM OF 
EXTENSION BILL. 
**To extend the Honorary Freedom of 
Boroughs Act, 1885, to the Metropolitan 
Boroughs,” presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. 


[Bill 25.] 


BOROUGHS 


COUNTY COURTS JURISDICTION 
EXTENSION. 

Bill to extend and amend the juris- 
diction and practice of the County Courts, 
ordered to be brought in by Sir Albert 
Rollit, Mr. Compton Rickett, Mr. Gallo- 
way, Mr. D. A. Thomas, Mr. M‘Kenna, 
and Mr. Jacoby. 


COUNTY COURTS JURISDICTION 
EXTENSION BILL. 

“To extend and amend the jurisdic- 
tion and practice of the County Courts,” 
presented, and read the first time; to be 
read a second time upon Monday next, 
and to be printed. [Bill 26.] 


COAL MINES REGULATION. 

Bill to amend The Coal Mines Regula- 
tion Act, 1887, ordered to be brought in 
by Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. William 
Abraham (Rhondda), Mr. Thomas Bayley, 
Mr. Bell, Mr. Bolton, Sir Walter Foster, 
Mr. Hatch, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. M‘Kenna, 
and Mr. Pickard. 


COAL MINES REGULATION BILL. 


“To amend the Coal Mines Regulation 
Act, 1887,” presented, and read the first 


Valuation | 


| Wednesday. 5th March, and to be 


printed. [Bill 27.] 


| SHOPS. 

Bill to amend the Law relating to 
Shops, ordered to be brought in by Sir 
‘Charles Dilke, Mr. John Burns, Mr. 
|Flower, Mr. Lloyd-George, Colonel 
Hughes, Mr. Kemp, Mr. M‘Crae. Mr. 
Melville, Mr. Nannetti, Sir Barrington 
Simeon, and Mr. Tennant. 


SHOPS BILL, 

“To amend the Law relating to 
Shops.” presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 29th January, and to be 
printed. [Bill 28.] 


FRANCHISE AND REMOVAL OF 
WOMEN’S DISABILITIES. 

Bill to establish a single franchise at 
all elections, and thereby to abolish 
University representation, and to remove 
the Disabilities of Women, ordered to be 
brought in by Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. 
Bell, Mr. John Burns, Mr. Keir Hardie, 
Mr. Atherley-Jones, Mr Logan, Dr. 
Macnamara, and Captain Norton. 


FRANCHISE AND REMOVAL OF 

WOMEN’S DISABILITIES BILL. 
“To establish a single franchise at all 
elections, and thereby to — abolish 
University representation, and to re 
move the Disabilities of Women,” pre- 
sented, and read the first time; to be 
read a second time upon Wednesday, 
28th May, and to be printed. Bill 29.] 





WAGES BOARDS. 

Bill to provide for the establishment 
of Wages Boards, ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. Bell, Mr. 
John Burns. Mr. M‘Kenna, Mr. ‘Tennant, 
and Mr. Trevelyan. 


WAGES BOARDS BILL. 

‘*To provide for the Establishment of 
Wages Boards,” presented, and read the 
first time; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 28th May, and to be 
printed. [Bill 30.] 


LEASEHOLD ENFRANCHI 

Bill to enable Leaseholders to become 
Freeholders, ordered to be brought in by 
General Laurie, Mr. James Kenyon, Sit 
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George Fardell, Mr. Cohen, Mr. Spear, 
and Mr. Randles. 


LEASEHOLD ENFRANCHISEMENT 
BILL. 


“ “To enable Leaseholders to become 
Freeholders,” presented, and read the 
first time; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 5th February, and to 
be printed. [Bill 31.] 


MEDICAL ACTS (EXTENSION). 


Billl to extend the provisions of the 
Medical Acts, 1857 and 1886, ordered to 
brought in by General Laurie, Mr. 
Rothschild, Sir Mancherjee Bhownagree, 
Colonel Wyndham Murray, Sir James 
Fergusson, and Mr. Middlemore. 


MEDICAL ACTS (EXTENSION) BILL. 

“To extend the provision of the 
Medical Acts, 1857 and 1886,” presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 12th 
February, and to be printed. [Bill 32.] 


COLONIAL MARRIAGES. 

Bill to legalise certain Colonial Mar- 
riages, ordered to be brought in by 
General Laurie, Sir William Dunn, Sir 
Barrington Simeon, Mr. Paulton, Mr. 
Rothschild, and Captain Jessel. 


COLONIAL MARRIAGES BILL. 

“To legalise certain Colonial Mar- 
rlages,’’ presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 12th March, and to be 
printed. {Bill 33.] 


BOROUGH FUNDS ACT AMENDMENT. 

Bill to amend the Borough Funds Acts, 
ordered to be brought in by Sir Albert 
Rollit, Sir James Woodhouse, Sir Harry 
Bullard, Sir Thomas Roe, and Mr. 
Plummer. 


BOR?) UGH FUNDS ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

“To amend the Borough Funds Acts,” 
presented, and read the first time; to be 
read a second time upon Monday next, 
and to be printed. [Bill 34.] 


MARKET GARDENERS’ COM- 
PENSATION. 

Bill to remove certain doubts as to the 

meaning of the Market Gardeners’ Com- 

pensation Act, 1895, ordered to be brought 
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in by Colonel Long, Mr. Philip Foster, 
Colonel Brookfield, Sir Thomas Esmonde, 
and Mr. Channing. 


MARKET GARDENERS’ COMPENSATION 
BILL. 


“To remove certain doubts as to the 
meaning of The Market Gardeners’ Com- 
pensation Act, 1895,’’ presented, and 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Thursday, 13th February, and 
to be printed. {Bill 35.] 


INEBRIATES (SCOTLAND). 


Bill to amend the Inebriates Acts in 
respect of Scotland, ordered to be brought 
in by Sir John Tuke, Mr. James Camp- 
bell, Dr. Farquharson, Mr. Eugene 
Wason, Mr. Douglas, Mr. Renshaw, and 
Mr. Black. 


INEBRIATES (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


“To amend the Inebriates Acts in 
respect of Scotland,’ presented, and read 
the first time; to be reada second time 
upon Wednesday, 12th March, and to be 
printed. [Bill 36.] 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO 
(SCOTLAND. ) 

Bill to give the ratepayers a direct 
Veto on the Liquor Traftic in their 
respective areas in Scotland, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Hunter Craig, Mr. 
Crombie, Mr. Cameron Corbett, Mr. 
Black, Sir William Dunn, Mr. Eugene 
Wason, Mr. Wallace, Mr. John Hope, 
and Dr. Farquharson. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

“To give the ratepayers a direct Veto 
on the Liquor Traffic in their respective 
areas in Scotland,” presented, and read 
the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Tuesday, 18th February, and to be 
printed. [Bill 37.] 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISQUALIFICA- 
TION REMOVAL. 


Bill to relieve members of Friendly 
Societies of certain disqualifications, 
arising from the receipt of temporary 
relief, ordered to be brought in by Sir 


Edward Strachey, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. 


Warner, Mr. Beaumont, Mr. Goulding, 
Mr. Lambert, Mr. Rigg, and Mr. 
Nussey. 


Xl 





451 Questions. 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISQUALIFICA- 
TION REMOVAL BILL. 

“To relieve members of Friendly 
Societies of certain disqualifications aris- 
ing from the receipt of temporary relief,” 
presented, and read the first time; to be 
read a second time upon Thursday, 20th 
February, and to be printed. [Bill 38.] 


TIED HOUSES (FREEING). 


Bill to secure freedom for holders of 
licences for the sale of intoxicating 
liquor, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Rea, Mr. Thomson, Mr. Yoxall, Mr. 
J. H. Whitley, Mr. Layland-Barratt, Mr. 
Bell, Mr. Soares, and Mr. Rigg. 


TIED HOUSES (FREEING) BILL. 


“To secure freedom for holders of 
licences for the sale of intoxicating 
liquor,’ presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 23rd April, and to be printed. 
{ Bill 39. ] 


WATER (UNDERGROUND SUPPLIES). 


Bill to limit and define the rights of 
persons taking water from underground 
sources tor public supply, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Abel Smith, Mr. 
Halsey, Mr. Heywood Johnstone, Mr. 
Ashton, Mr. Hudson, and Mr. Joseph 
A. Pease. 


WATER (UNDERGROUND SUPPLIES) 
BILI 


“To limit and define the rights of 
persons taking water from underground 
sources for public supply,” presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 9th April, 
and to be printed. [ Bill 40. | 


DRUNKARDS (IRELAND). 


Bill to amend the Law relating to 
Drunkards in Ireland, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. William Johnston, 
Mr. O'Mara, Mr. John Gordon, and 
Mr. Kennedy. 

DRUNKARDS 


(IRELAND) BILL. 


“To amend the Law relating to 
Drunkards in Lreland,” presented, and 
read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 12th 
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RIFLE RANGES ACQUISITION. 

Bill to facilitate the acquisition of 

Rifle Ranges, ordered to be brought in 

by Mr. Charles Allen, Mr. Rea, Sir John 

Dorington, Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice, 

Sir John Brunner, and Sir Joseph Leese. 


RIFLE RANGES ACQUISITION BILL, 

“To facilitate the Acquisition of 
tifle Ranges,” presented, and read the 
first time; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 5th February, and to 
be printed. [ Bill 42.} 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY. 

Bill to prohibit the Sale of Intoxicat- 
ing Liquors on Sundays, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Charles H. Wilson, 
Mr. Perks, Sir Frederick Mappin, Mr. 
Hain, Mr. Compton Rickett, Mr. 
Pickard, Mr. Fenwick, Mr. John Wil 
son (Durham), Mr. Bell, Mr. Randles, 
and Mr. Firbank. 


SALE OF 

ON SUNDAY 

“To prohibit the Sale of Intoxicating 

Liquors on Sundays,” presented, and 

read the first time; to be read a second 

time upon! Wednesday, 30th April, and 
to be printed. [Bill 43.] 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
BILL. 


PISTOLS. 

Bill to regulate the sale and use of 
Pistols or other fire arms, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Helme, Mr. Rigg, Mr. 
Guest, Mr. J. H. Whitley, Mr. Arthur 
Wilson, Mr. Layland- Barratt, Mr. 
Emmott, and Mr. Chapman. 


PISTOLS BIULL. 


“To regulate the sale and use of 
Pistols or other firearms,” presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 19th 
February, and to be printed. {Bill 44.] 


(3.50) QUESTIONS. 


South Africa—Transvaal Finance. 
Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): I beg toask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies, if he will state 


February, and to be printed. [Bill 41.] in detail the amounts of revenue of and 
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ordinary expenditure in the Transvaal 
and Orange River territories for the 
whole year, 1901, or, failing that, for the 
part of that year he has received the 
Returns; and will he also state the 
amount received from the gold mining 
companies in the Transvaal by direct 
taxation, and the value of the yield of 
gold during such period. 


tHE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
jirmingham, W.): I regret that I am 
not able to give the hon. Member the 
figures for the whole year 1901. The 
financial years for the two Colonies end 
on 30th June, and he will find the infor- 
mation up to 30th June, 1901, on page 106 
and page 121 of the Blue-book just 
issued, Code 903, which includes the Min- 
ing Revenue. At pages 191 and 137 of 
the same Blue-book he will find some 
information as to the figures for sub- 
sequent months, and I have learnt by 
telegram that the Transvaal Revenue 
for November and December was £95,491, 
£97,943 respectively, and that the output 
of gold for November was 39,075 ounces 
and for December 52,897 ounces, but I 
have no further information. 


Banishment Proclamation. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
whether he can state against how 
many persons sentences of banishment 
have been promulgated under the Pro- 
clamation which came into force on 
16th September last; how many of 
such persons have already been banished 
and to where have they been sent; who 
signed the decrees of banishment, and 
what steps have been, or are being taken, 
to render legal those decrees of banish- 
ment. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No sen- 
tences of banishment have been pro- 
mulgated, and leaders captured since 
15th September are for the present 
being detained like ordinary prisoners of 
war. Notices have been published in the 
Gazettes for the new Colonies by the 
authority of the High Commissioner 
that certain persons amounting in all, | 
believe, to 105, having been captured 
under arms since 15th September have 
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come within the provisions of the High 
Commissioner’s Proclamation of the 7th 
of August. The necessary legislative 
measures for giving effect to the Pro- 
clamation after the end of the war must 
be taken later. 


Cost of the War. 

Mr. M‘CRAE (Edinburgh, E): I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
whether he can state the amount in- 
curred for war expenditure in South 
Africa for the period from Ist April to 
3lst December last ; and whether he 
can state what further sum he estimates 
as being required to meet war expendi- 
ture in South Africa from 1st January 
to the end of the present financial 
year. 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tue EXCHE- 
QUEER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, W.): 
( am not quite sure what it is that the 
hon. Member desires to ascertain by his 
Question as to the amount incurred for 
war expenditure in South Africa. There 
may have been some liabilities incurred 
in South Africa not known to me, and 
I shouid not like to state figures as to 
the amount incurred. His second Ques- 
tion will be answered when my right 
hon. friend the Secretary for War 
brings forward a Supplementary 
Estimate. I could not state it now. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Will 
the right hon. Gentleman give an 
estimate of the expenditure up to 31st 
December ? 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: No. 
I explained why. 


I think 


Mr. MCRAE: Would the right hon. 
Gentleman inform the House of the 
amount paid out of the ‘Treasury on 
account of war expenditure up to 
31st December, and what he estimates 
will be the amount from 31st December 
to the end of the financial year ? 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I can state 
what has been paid out of the Treasury 
up to 31st December. It is £46,300,000. 


As to the other, it can only be an 
estimate, and that cannot be prepared 
until my right hon. friend makes his 
statement. 
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Mr. M‘CRAE: May I ask whether, 


seeing that the estimated expenditure 
for the South African war for the 
current year was £58,000,000, the right 
hon. Gentleman will say when the House 
will have an opportunity—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question on the Paper has been answered. 
The hon. Member is now going into 
other questions. 


Mr. M‘CRAE: I will give notice of 
that Question. 


Tweefontein Engagement. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War, whether he will state how many 
rounds of ammunition to a man were 
there in the camp of Tweefontein at the 
time of the attack and capture of that 
camp by the Boers; how many rounds 
of ammunition did the Boers capture ; 
and can he explain why the public have 
not been placed in possession of this 
information. 


Tur SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : 
Lord Kitchener has not thought it 
necessary to forward any information 
on this subject, so I do not imagine the 
amount to be large. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman telegraph to Lord 
Kitchener for the information ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. 


Concentration Camps. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War, whether 
he can explain why he refused to accede 
to Miss Ho'house’s request, on her 
return last summer from visiting the 
concentration camps in South Africa, 
to place a limit, having regard to the 
overcrowded state of these camps, to the 
number of women and children who 
should be brought into them ; and will 
he state what steps, if any, were then 
taken to prevent outbreak of disease in 
these camps, which he was warned was 
then imminent. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The state of the 


country and the frequent railway cutting | 
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by the Boers, together with the difficulty 
of moving large numbers of persons in 
the African winter, made it impossible 
to fix limits to the number in particular 


camps. As regards disease, steps had 
been taken before Miss Hobhouse’s 


return to England to cope with the 
serious outbreak of measles and the 
attendant complications; the details of 
such measures will be found in the 
published reports. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Did Miss 
Hobhouse represent to the right hon, 
Gentleman the impending danger, and 
did he disregard it ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Censorship ot War News—False Reports. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War, whether 
he can state what explanation, if any, he 
has to give of the circumstances under 
which a detailed account of the murder 
of two Intelligence Officers by the Boers 
near Warmbaths was sent to this 
country, which Lord Kitchener, on the 
6th inst., telegraphed to the War Office 
to be without foundation ; and, have any, 
and, if so, what steps been taken to 
discover the persons responsible for this 
report, and has any inquiry been made 
as to the grounds on which the Press 
Censors permitted it to be telegraphed to 
this country. 


Mr. BRODRICK: As I have already 
explained to the House, and especially to 
the hon. Member, military press censors 
are not in any way responsible for the 
accuracy of the facts alleged in telegrams 
passed by them. Their duty is limited 
to the prevention of the publication of 
statements or intelligence which may 
assist the enemy. It rests with Lord 
Kitchener to take what steps, if any, 
he may consider necessary in the present 
case. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Will the 


hon. Gentleman communicate with Lord 


Kitchener in reference to this ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


Pretoria Police—Pay Arrears. 
Sir ELLIOTT LEES (Birkenhead): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
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Colonies, whether there is any office in 
this country where arrears of pay due 
to men who served in the Pretoria 
Police, formed in July, 1900, on the occu- 
pation of Pretoria, can be recovered ; 
and whether he will take steps to ensure 
letters addressed to the Commissioner of 
Police at Pretoria by officers upon this 
subject receiving a reply without delay. 


THE FINANCIALSECRETARY To THE 
WAR OFFICE (Lorp Srantey, Lan- 
eashire, Westhoughton): If my _ hon. 
and gallant friend will forward to me 
the particular cases I will have enquiry 
made. 


Captains of Militia serving in South 
Africa. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 


State for War whether some Captains of 
Militia, who volunteered for active service 
in South Africa with their affiliated line 
battalions and were seconded accordingly, 


were subsequently gazetted to the 
temporary rank of Lieutenant in the 


Army and received the pay of that rank, 
while Captains in the same embodied 
regiments of Militia, who did not volun- 
teer and remained in this country, drew 
the pay of their rank; whether some 
other Captains of Militia serving in South 
Africa, in like circumstances and at the 
same time, were paid as Captains ; 
whether Captains of Volunteer Companies 
attached to line battalions received the 
temporary rank of Captain in the Army 
and appropriate pay: whether Captains 
of Militia now serving in South Africa are 
now ranked and paid accordingly ; and, 
if so, whether the officers who served in 
the first category may have the same 
rank and pay made good to them retro- 
spectively. 


Lord STANLEY: These Militia Cap- 
tains sought and obtained employment in 
certain capacities, and have been granted 
corresponding rank and pay. It would 
be very difficult to make any alteration 
in the direction suggested by my right 
hon. and gallant friend, and would cause 
an inequality between these officers and 
those serving the same rank. 


Military Employment of Natives. 
Mr, THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 


Chesterfield) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
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of State for War, whether he can state 
the number of natives employed by the 
War Office in South Africa; what are 
the terms of payment ; and how many of 
them are armed, and with what class of 
weapons. 


Lorp STANLEY: As the House has 
been informed on a previous occasion, it 
is not possible to keep any record of 
such employment. The pay would vary 
with the locality and the nature of their 
employment. 


Seizure of Boer Horses. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War, whether 
he is aware that the looting of Boer 
farms is still being carried out by the 
King’s troops in the Transvaal, and that 
175 horses taken from the farms of 
Messrs. Lombard and Odendaal were sold 
by auction in Maritzburg on 7th 
December last, the proceeds being taken 
by the Officer commanding Waldon’s 
Scouts; and whether such proceedings 
have the sanction of the Government. 


Lorp STANLEY: I have no intorma- 
tion of the specific acts alleged. It is an 
obvicus necessity of warfare to seize all 
horses which might be utilised by the 
enemy. 


H.M.S. ‘‘London’’—Breakdown of 
Machinery. 

Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 
alty, whether he can state the nature of 
the breakdown of the machinery of 
H.M.S. “London,” when on her late 30 
hours’ trial. 


THE SECRETARY to tue ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARrnop-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): The trials of the “London” were 
discontinued owing to the heating of the 
crank and shaft bearings. These are 
now to be re-adjusted, and the trials wlll 
be resumed shortly. 


H.M.S. ‘“‘ Edward the Seventh.” 

Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports 
mcuth): IL beg to ask the Secretary to 
he Admiralty, whether the intention of 
His Majesty's Government to build the 
new battleship, the ‘Edward the 
Seventh,” in lortsmouth Dockyard, has 
been abandoned. 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The inten- 
tion of building one of the new battle- 
ships in Portsmouth Dockyard has been 
abandoned owing to the great accumula- 
tion of work in that Yard. I may inform 
the hon. Member that although the 
ship is not to be built inthe Yard, there 
will be no diminution in the amount of 
work to be undertaken during the 
coming year. 


In answer to Mr. Krartry (Devonport), 
Mr. ARNOLD-Forster said the ship would 
would be built by private contract. 


Indian Frontiers—Telegraphic and 
Railway Communication. 


EakL PERCY (Kensington, 8.): ! 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India, whether telegraphic communica- 
tion has yet been established between 
Quetta, Nushki, and Kuh Malek Siah ; 
and whether it is intended to sanction 
the construction of a railway im that 
quarter. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lorp G. HamiLton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): There is now telegraphic com 
munication from Quetta to Nushki. The 
extension of the railway system in Balu- 
chistan is now under consideration, but 
I am not in a position at present to make 
any definite statement on the subject. 


Malta, 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies. 
whether he will state the number and 
particulars of Orders in Council relating 
to Malta passed since 1895 without the 
sanction of, or in opposition to, the Maltese 
Constitutional Council. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Three 
Jrders in Council heve been passed to 
which the elected Members have ob- 
jected :— 

(1) Order in Council of 7th March, 
1899, published at p. 12-15 of House of 
Commons Paper 287 (1899) ; (2) Order in 
Council of 14th July, 1899, published at 
p. 39-42 of House of Commons Paper 
287 (1899); (3) Order in Council of 
26:h September, 1901. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Will they 
be laid on the Table ? 





{COMMONS} 








Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I will 


inquire. I have no objection I think. 


Euphrates Valley Railway Concession. 

Ear PERCY: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, whether His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have any information of the com- 
pletion of the concession of the Kuphrates 
Valley Railway, of the terms of the con- 
tract, the proposed alignment, and the 
amount of, and security, for the kilometrie 
guarantee, 


*THE UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 

FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lorp Cray- 
BORNE, Rochester): ‘The announcements 
which have appeared in the press upon 
this subject have not yet heen officially 
confirmed, but there seems no reason to 
doubt that they are founded upon fact. 
The statement made in Reuter’s tele- 
gram as to the terms of the contract 
correspond generally with the informa- 
tion we have received, but we understand 
that a decision as to the revenues on 
which the kilometric guarantee is to be 
secured has not yet been arrived at. A 
further question was asked by Mr 
Gipson Bowers, but Lorp CrANBORNE 
requested that notice should be given. 


Russian 5 Per Cent, Go d Loan to Persia. 

Eart PERCY: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, whether the Customs hypothe- 
cated by the Persian Government to the 
service of the Russian Five Per Cent. 
Gold Loan of 1900 include those of the 
provinees of Luristan, Khuzistan, or 
Kerman. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: We understand 
from the terms of the Loan which have 
been published in Russia and communi- 
cated to the Bondholders, that it is 
secured on the revenues of all the 
Persian Customs with the exeeption of 
those of Fars and of the ports of the 
Persian Gulf. 


Mining Royalties. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
whether, in view of increased taxation 
being required, he will consider the 
advisability of taxing all mining royalties. 
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461 Questions. 
Sir M. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: Do they 
bear any other taxes besides income tax ? 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: They bear 
income tax; and they are, ag the hon. 
Member, I think, is aware, rather in 
the nature of capital than income. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: Do they 


bear any local taxation ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! the 
hon. Member cannot enter into a 
financial discussion with the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. 


The Budget. 


Mr. DELANY (Queen’s Co., Ossory) : 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, whether he can fix a date 
for the introduction of the Budget. 


— 
gS 


Sir M. HICK SBEACH: No, Sir. 


Mr. DELANY: i 


the right hon. 
Gentleman take same course in 
announcing his 1 ‘tention as to sugar as 
he has done in the ease of coal ? 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: No, Sir. 


Patent Acts—Amending Bill. 


Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade, if he can now state what steps 
will be taken to give effect to the recom- 
mendations of the Departmental Com- 
mittee presided over by Sir Edward Fry 
on the working of the Patent Acts. 


Tue PRESIDENT or truz BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. GeraLp BALFovr, 
Leeds, Central): I propose at an early 
date to give notice of my intention to 
introduce a bill to give effect to the 
recommendations of the Committee. 


Gambling on Food Stuffs. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade, whether he has had any further 
correspondence with the German Govern- 
ment respecting the operations of their 
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HICKS BEACH: Mining 

royalties are already, under the existing 

law, subject to the same taxation as any 
other source of income. 
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Law, lately introduced, regulating ex- 
change transactions in food stuffs, by 
preventing gambling in futures in corn ; 
and, whether he will consider the 
advisability of co-operating with the 
Governments of those countries which 
are endeavouring by legislation to pre- 
vent corners in food supplies being 
engineered by exchange dealers. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
answer to both paragraphs is in the 
negative. 


Cheque Bank Liquidation. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade, whether he is aware that the 
voluntary winding-up of the Cheque 
Bank, which failed at Christmas, 1900, is 
still going on, and that no dividend has 
yet been paid; and whether he can now 
take any steps in the matter. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I regret 
that I cannot add anything to the reply 
which I gave to ry hon. friend on ‘he 
22nd day of July last ;+ the liquidation 
being voluntary, the Board of Trade have 
no control over it. 


Hours of Labour on Railways, 
Mr. BELL (Derby): I beg to ask 
the President of the Board otf Trade, 
whether he is aware that engine-drivers, 
firemen, and guards of goods and 
mineral trains on nearly all the railways 
in the United Kingdom are working 
hours ranging from 14 to 20 and up- 
wards at stretches, and are frequently 
compelled to resume duty after such 
spells with intervals of only three or 
six hours off duty; and, whether, in 
view of the dangers arising therefrom 
to the men, other men employed on the 
railways, and the public, he will call 
upon all the railway companies to 
furnish Returns of the hours worked 
by men employed in the above-mentioned 
grades for the months of October and 
November last, showing the number of 
men employed in each grade and the 
number working each number of hours 
above 10 each day, and the number 
resuming duty each hour below nine 
hours interval between shifts. 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
no evidence before me that the facts 


+ See (4) Debates, xevii, 1120. 
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are as stated by the hon. Member. The 
Board of Trade will give their best 
attention to any complaints ‘made to 
them under the Railway Regulation 
(Hours of Labour) Act, 1893, but I 
must remind the hon. Member that that 
Act presupposes a specific representation 
in each case or class of cases. It would 
be unreasonable to ask any Railway 
Company to ineur the labour which 
would be involved in preparing the 
Return suggested in the question, unless 
a prima facve case had been established 
by means of representation under the 
Act in support of the hon. Member’s 
allegation. 


Questions. 


Small Dwellings’ Acquisition Act. 

Mr. HORNER (Lambeth N.): I beg 
to ask the .President of the Local 
Government Board, whether he can 
state how many persons have taken ad- 
vantage of the provisions of the Small 
Dwellings Acquisition Act since it came 
into operation; and how many loans 
under the Act during the same period 
have been granted respectively in London 
and how many in the country. 


Toe SECRETARY or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, York, N.R., Thirsk): My in- 
formation is limited to cases of applica- 
tions for sanction to loans for the pur- 
poses of the Actin England and Wales. 
As regards London, the sanction of the 
London County Council is required to 
any such loans. I have made inquiry, 
and am informed that no loans have 
been sanctioned by them under the Act. 
With respect to the rest of the country, 
the Local Government Board have 
sanctioned 24 loans amounting to 
£21,423 for advances to 99 persons. 


Vaccination—The Conscience Clause. 

*\Vin. LOGAN (Leicestershire, Har- 
borough): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, if his 
attention has been directed to proceed- 
ings in the North London Police Court, 
on the 11th instant, when an application 
was made for a certificate of exemption 
under the Vaccination Act, 1898, and 
refused, apparently on the ground that 
the applicant declined to entered into a 
discussion with the presiding magistrate ; 
and whether he proposes to take any 
action in the matter. 
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*THE SECRETARY OF STATE For TE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Rrrcuis, 
Croydon): [ have seen a newspaper cutting 
which the hon. Member has been good 
enough to send me. The law is that a 
person is not entitled to exemption unless 
he satisfies the Magistrate that he con- 
scientiously believes that vaccination would 
he prejudicial to the health of the child in 
question. I gather from the newspaper 
cutting that the applicant in this case did 
not so satisfy the magistrate. There are 
no steps which T can take in the matter, 


*Mr. LOGAN : Is it not sufficient fora 
man to say that he has a conscientious 
objection ? 

*Mr. RITCHIE: No sir. I cannot go 
into the mind of the magistrate as to 
what he considers to be a conscientious 
objection. 


Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY was _ under- 
stocd to ask if a man could swear on oath 
that he had a conscientious objection. 


Questions. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order order! The 
question on the Paper, viz., whether the 
Home Secretary proposes te take any 
action in this case, has been answered in the 
negative by the right hon. Gentleman. 


Sir Francis Jeune. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, whether 
he will state what arrangements have been 
made for carrying on the business of Sir 
Francis Jeune’s Court, and more especially 
the work of the Judge Advocate General's 
Department, while the learned judge is 
presiding over the Committee to which 
he has been appointed by the Board of 
Trade. 


* Mr. RITCHIE was understood to reply 
that he had nothing to do with this 
matter, but no doubt Sir Francis Jeune 
fully considered the point before he ac- 
cepted the chairmanship of the Committee. 


Dr. Krause’s Trial. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General, whether he 
will state what is the practice regulating 
the selection of judges to preside at trials 
in the Central Criminal Court, and by 
whom the Lord Chief Justice was selected 
to preside at the recent trial of Rex v. 


Krause. 
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465 Questions. 
THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert Fintay, Inverness Burghs): 


The rota for the attendance of His 
Majesty’s Judges at the Central Criminal 
Court was fixed for the ensuing twelve 
months at the meeting of the Judges 
held at the commencement of the 


Michaelmas sittings, three Judges being . 


selected for each monthly sittings of the 
Central Criminal Court. The rota so 
fixed is followed as far as possible, though 
absence on circuit, engagements on trials, 
and other special causes sometimes 
necessitate the attendance of other 
Judges than those fixed by the rota. 
The Judges selected at the meeting of 
October 24th last. for the January sessions 
were the Lord Chief Justice, Mr. Justice 
Darling, and Mr. Justice Jelf. Whether 
one or more Judges attend is a matter 
of arrangement, having regard to the 
amount of business, and, in accordance 
with the usual practice, it was arranged 
by the Lord Chief Justice in the month 
of December that the Lord Chief Justice 
and Mr. Justice Jelf should both attend, 
and that the Lord Chief Justice should 
take the ease of Rex v. Krause and Mr. 
Justice Jelf the other business. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Did the 
Lord Chief Justice appoint himself to 
preside at the trial of Dr. Krause ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is a very improper observation. It is 
improper to make reflections on the 
conduct of judges in their judicial 
character. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: It is quite 
proper, Sir, to institute 2 Motion with 
reference to the conduct of a judge. 


‘Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is quite another matter. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I shall 
institute a Motion immediately. (Cries 


of “ Withdraw!”) I will not withdraw. 


South African Mail Delays. 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-on-Trent): 1] 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether his attention has been called to 
the frequent breakdown of the steamers 
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carrying the mails from this country to | 
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the Cape; whether any penalties are 
incurred for delay in delivering the mails ; 
and whether these penalties are in all 
cases exacted. 


THe FINANCIALSECRETARY To THE 
TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E). Since the mishap to 
the machinery of the “‘ Norham Castle ” in 
March 1901, referred to in the answer to 
a question asked in Parliament on the 
3rd of May, the Postmaster General's 
attention has been called to but one 
breakdown of a Mail Packet to the Cape, 
viz., the ‘ Dunottar Castle,” which met 
with an accident to her machinery in 
November last. Penalties are incurred 
for delays within the control of the Con- 
tractors, and are duly inflicted by the 
Cape Government, who are responsible 
for carrying on the contract service. 
Accidents to machinery are generally 
beyond the control of the Contractors. 


Telegraph Breakdowns. 

* Mr. RENWICK (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, if he will state approxi- 
mately the cost that the Telegraph and 
Telephone Department of the Post 
Office has been put to in repairing the 
damage done to the overhead wires by 
the storms which took place in November 
and December last, and the the length 
of delay which has occurred in the trans- 
mission of telegraphic messages between 
London and Glasgow, London and 
Liverpool, London and Neweast!e-on- 
Tyne, London and Cardiff, Neweastle-on- 
Tyne and Cardiff, Newcastle on-Tyne and 
Glasgow, and vice versa, caused by the 
said storms. 


The following Question also stood on 
the Paper on the same subject. 


Sm JOHN LENG: ‘To ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, if he 
will state how many days and hours 
the telegraphic service between London 
and the principal commercial centres 
of the Country were interrupted during 
the storms of November and December ; 
what is the estimated loss of revenue 
from each day’s interruption; what 
has been the cost of repairing the 
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wires and renewing the telegraphic 
service; and what measures are being 
taken to prevent a recurrence of similar 
interruptions in future. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The November storm caused no total 
interruption between London and any 
commercial centre in the country, except 
intermittently during the night of the 
13th, with places in Scotland. On six 
days in the month, however, the delay 
on the Glasgow circuits amounted to 
one hour and upwards; and this was 
also the case on four days in the month 
on the Neweastle circuits, on two davs 
on the Liverpool cireuits, and on one 
day on the Cardiff circuits. In December, 
the wires to Glasgow, Liverpool, and 
Newcastle, were totally interrupted for 
the greater part of four days. Cardiff 
was not entirely cut off. On the direct 
wires between Neweastle and Cardiff, the 
interruptions in November were from 
the 12th to the 15th, and in December 
from the 9th to the 19th; but, except 
for a short time, communication was 
maintained by other wires. Jetween 
Neweastle and Glasgow there was no 
total interruption, but in December 
there was a delay of 35 minutes on 
the 16th. The revenue from 
the November interruptions was about 
£2,500 and from the December inter- 
ruptions about £5,500. The cost to 
the Post Office of making good the 
November breakages was about £2,500 ; 
and the December repairs will probably 
cost nearly £27,000. These sums do 
not inelude the expense incurred by 
the Railway Companies in carrying out 
their obligations to the Department. 
It will not be possible to prevent in- 
terruptions ; but the Postmaster General 
hopes that the measures which have 
been taken to strengthen the lines and 
to provide wires. will render 
them less serious ; and the continuation 
northwards of the Birmingham under- 
ground line will be of great help. 


loss of 


reserve 


*Mr. RENWICK: Will the hon. 
Zentleman kindly explain what is 
meant by one hour and upwards 


interruption, and what steps can be 


taken to prevent a repetition of this 
state of things especially as 
Newcastle and district. 


regards 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: If 
my hon. friend will read my answer 
carefully, I think he will see I have dealt 
with both those points. 


Sir JOHN LENG was understood to 
ask if the underground wire was to be 
extended to Edinburgh and Glasgow. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: No, 
Sir. 


Telephonic Communication with North 
Devon. 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple): I beg to ask the Secretary to 


the ‘Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, having regard to the 
fact that the extension of the trunk 
telephone system to North Devon was 
promised in the year 1899, whether 
the necessary wayleaves have yet been 
obtained ; and, if not. can he state what 
is the reason of the delay. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
wayleaves have not been obtained, and 
owing to the difficulties which have been 
encountered it has now been decided to 
abandon the route originally proposed 
for the extension of the trunk telephone 
line to North Devon, and steps are being 
taken to carry the line by another route. 


Longford County Council and Asylum 
Charges. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he 
has received a copy of a resolution adopted 
by the Longford County Council request- 
ing that asylum charges in Ireland will 
be paid in full out of the Imperial funds, 
and not, as at present, out of the local 
rates; and can he hold out any hope 
that the resolution will receive favour- 
able consideration. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): This 
question was embraced, with many others, 
in the wide terms of the reference to the 
Royal Commission on Locai ‘Taxation. 
Their Report, in respect of England and 
Wales has recently been presented to 
Parliament. Pending the publication of 
the Report in respect of Ireland, I feel 
debarred from expressing an opinion on 
this important subject. 
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hon. Gentleman say when the Report will 
be published ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is not in my 


Department, but I understand it is being | 


pressed forward. 


Maydow Graveyard. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieuten- 
art of Ineland, whether he has received 
a copy of a resolution passed by the 
Longford Rural District Council asking 
the Local Government Board to suspend 
the operation of their Order closing 
Maydow graveyard until the new ceme- 
tery at Ardagh is opened ; and whether 
as, in consequence of some recent prosecu- 
tions in Longford, feeling has been 
aroused over the matter, he will, in the 
interest ot the peace of the district, 
direct the suspension of the Order, as 
was previously done in the case of the 
Ardagh burial ground. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The resolution has 
been received, and the matter is now 
under consideration. 


Army Contracts in Ireland. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office, whether he 
can make arrangements so that the 
fodder used by troop horses stationed in 
Ireland shall be native produce, not im- 
ported Foreign forage. Whether he will 
arrange that a receiving dept shall be 
established in Dublin, to receive samples 
of tenders for supplies of material, outfits, 
saddlery, and other stores for the troops 
stationed in [reland. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): At the same time, may I ask 
the Secretary of State for War, whether 
it is the intention of the War Office to 
give effect to the recommendations of 
the Commander of the Forces in Ireland, 
in his evidence on War Office Reorgani- 


sation, as regards the opening of depéts | 


in Ireland for receiving, and the manu- 


facture of work necessary for the troops | 


in that country. 


Lorp STANLEY: As regards the first | 
paragraph of this question, I cannot | 


{21 January 1902} 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Can the right | 
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forage contracts, as fodder of the quality 
and quantity required would not always 
be available locally; but local purchases 


Questions. 


are in every way encouraged. As regards 


the second paragraph, and a similar ques- 
tion put by the hon. Member for the 
College Green Division of Dublin, the 
points raised have been carefully con- 


| sidered, and it was decided that the stores 


required were not large enough to justify 
any action of the nature suggested. 


Mr. NANNETTI: May I ask whether 
the noble Lord will make arrangements 
so that the refreshments supplied to the 
troops in Ireland shall be the product of 
that country. Also, with reference to the 
second question, is it not the fact that 
the Commander-in-Chief of the Forces in 
Ireland recommended that a certain class 
of work should be executed in Ireland 
when possible, so that employment might 
be given to the people ? 


Lorp STANLEY: I have nothing to 
add to the answer I have given. 


Mr. NANNETTI: I will raise the 
question on the Vote for the noble 
Lord’s salary. 


Sugar Tax in Ireland. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, can 
he state the amount raised in Ireland 
from the tax imposed on sugar last 
session ? and does he intend to re-impose 
this tax in the next Budget. 


Sir. M. HICKS BEACH: Up to the 
end of December, about £232,000 was 
collected in Ireland. I stated last session, 


‘in proposing this tax, that I anticipated 
‘it would be a continuing source of 


revenue, and I see no reason at present 
to alter that opinion. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Longford N.): 
By what means does the right hon. 
Gentleman get these figures ? 


Str M. HICKS BEACH: From the 
entries at Irish ports. 
Irish Cattle Transit. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade, whether any 


undertake to include this stipulation in | steps will be taken by the Board of 


T 
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Trove, in conjunction with the Depart- 
mut of Agriculture in Ireland, to modify 
the through consignment note now 
enforced by carrying companies operating 
between Ireland and Great Britain; 
whether he is aware that the companies 
are refusing to carry live stock unless a 
consignor signs a contract note relieving 
the companies of liability under the 
Carriers Act; and, whether they are 
empowered to withhold a receipt for 
freight money paid by consignors. 


Address in Reply to 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I will enter 
into communication with the Department 
of Agriculture in Ireland upon the sub- 
ject of this Question, but I fear the points 
involved will prove to be matters which 
can only be decided by the Courts of Law. 


Gibraltar. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury, whether he can state what 
steps His Majesty’s Government have 
taken to provide that separate force of all 
arms to be sent from England, the 
provision of which the General of 
Artillery at Gibraltar, with the support 
of Sir George White, V.C., Governor of 
Gibraltar, have reported to be the only 
way of ensuring the safety of this har- 
bour and fortress since the building of 
the docks and stores on the western side 
of the rock. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREAS- 
URY (Mr. A. J. BAtFour, Manchester, 
E.) : This is not a question which, in my 
opinion, it is expedient or advisable to 
discuss by way of question and answer 
across the floor of the House. 


Workmen's Compensation and Early 
Closing of Shops. 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 


shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask | 


the First Lord of the Treasury, whether 


the House is to understand that the | 


Government do not propose to ask 
Parliament to amend the Compensation 
Act during the present session, or to 
consider legislation to carry out the 
proposals of the Prime Minister, unani- 
mously adopted by the Lords’ Com- 
mittee on the Early Closing of Shops, 
in a Report published since the last 
Session. of Parliament, to the effect that 


towns should be authorised to pass | 
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| P ovisional Orders regulating the clos- 
ing of shops on account of the existence 
of hours of work grievously injurious 
to health, and that such Orders, when 
approved by Parliament, should acquire 
the force of law. 


the King’s Speech. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As regards the 
Compensation Act, I am given to under- 
stand a great many important decisions 
have been given since the long vacation 
upon the subject, and until it is seen 
how those decisions work in practice 
it is not desirable that any amending 
Act should be introduced by the Govern- 
ment. Tie matter is being very closely 
watched, and I can assure the right 
hon. Gentleman it will not be neglected. 
As regards the second question, the 
subject is under the consideration of 
the Government, but cons:dering the 
business already before us in the course 
of the present session | cannot hold out 
any hope of legislation. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (KING’S 
SPEECH.) 

Ordered, That the proceedings on the 
Address in answer to His Majesty’s Speech 
have precedence this day and to-morrow 
of the Notices of Motions and of the other 
Orders of the day.—( Mr. Balfour.) 


ADDRESS IN REPLY TO HIS MAJESTY’S 
MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


{[Fourtu Day’s DEBATE. ] 


SOUTH AFRICA—COUDUCT OF 
THE WAR. 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment [20th Jonuary | to 
Main Question [16th January], “ That an 
humble Address be presented to His 
Majesty, as followeth :— 

“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 

“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in 
Parliament assembled, beg leave to offer 
our humble thanks to Your Majesty for 
the Gracious speech which your Majesty 
has addressed to both Houses of Parlia- 
ment :—(Colonel Harry McCalmont) :”— 

And which Amendment was, at the end 
of the Question, to add the words,— 
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“But we humbly represent to 
Your Majesty that this House, while 
prepared to support all proper mea- 
sures for the effective prosecution of 
the war in South Africa, is of opinion 
that the course pursued by Your 
Majesty’s Ministers, and their atti- 
tude with regard to a settlement, 
have not conduced to the early ter- 
mination of the war and the estab- 
lishment of a durable peace :”---(Mr. 
Cawley) i— 


Question again proposed, “That those 
words be there added.” 


(4.17) Mr, WINSTON CHURCHILL 
(Oldham): said that the hon. Member who 
seconded the Amendment seemed rather 
proud of it, and stated that it was a dis- 
tinctly plain and definite proposal. But 
Amendment was not likely to attract 
very much support on that side of the 
House. However much hon. Members 
on that side might exercise their own 
judgment in relation to matters of 
South African policy, they would re- 
quire, if an Amendment were brought 
forward from the Opposition, in the first 
place that it should be of a definite char- 
acter, in the second place that it should 
command the assent of a united party,and 
in the third place that it should set forth 
propositions which commended them- 
selves to Members on that side. And 
even then they would have to make up 
their minds upon those propositions with 
reference to all the considerations of the 
case. Lut the Amendment had become a 
very convenient peg on which to hang a 
discussion on the various aspects of this 
great question, in the shadow of which 
we had been so long. He rejoiced that the 
discussion so far as it had proceeded had 
been of a most moderate character. 

He would like, in the first place, to ex- 
press thanks to the right hon. Gentleman 
who spoke late last night, for his cour- 
tesy in sitting down before the clock | 
reached the hour of 12, and thus ena- 
bling him to secure the adjournment of 
the debate. Hethought the right hon. 
Gentleman in showing such consideration 
to younger and more humble Members 
of the House, has set an example which | 
might well be copied with great advan- | 
tage by the occupants of both Front | 


Benches. The right hon. Gentleman was | 
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like some other hon. Members, he had 
been to South Africa, and, like a great 
many other people, he had written a 
book upon it. But since the question 
had assumed such great prominence the 
attitude of the right hon. Gentleman has 
undergone some change, because, where- 
as he wrote a most moderate and reason- 
able presentment of the case, when the 
question assumed a party and controver- 
sial character, the exigencies of the 
speeches which he felt it necessary to 
make required that he should bring out 
a second edition of his book which was 
very different in marked particulars from 
the earlier edition. 


the King’s Speech. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): I made 
no change whatever in the present edition 
of my book. I added a new preface, 
which purported to be a new preface re- 
lating to the events that had happened 
since, but | expressly said I introduced 
no change whatever in the body of the 
book, and everything I wrote in 1897 
stands there to day. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: No 
doubt it must have been the preface 
which misled me, and evidently misled 
the newspapers which commented on the 
book. [Opposition cries of “Oh.” 
Newspapers, of course, are invariably 
misinformed, I rejoice at the return of 
the right hon. Gentleman to the modera- 
tion of his earlier preface. 

Continuing, the hon, Member said 
that the right hon. Gentleman opposite, 
in his speech last night, referred to 
very little that was new matter—such 
matters as he dealt with did not appertain 
to the facts which had been adduced in 
thisdebate. Theright hon. Member for the 
Forest of Dean brought forward a series 
of very detailed complaints and criticisms 
against the War Office. He would not 
attempt to deal in detail with those 
matters. Unless a nation was so fortu- 
nate as to possess a very great general 
like Napoleon or the Duke of Wellington 
or the Duke of Marlborough, it must win 
its wars either by the superior qualityor 
quantity of the troops employed. If dur- 
ing this guerilla war the Government had 
been able to supply superior quality, by 
which he meant troops equal to the Boers 
not only in courage, discipline, and de- 


agreat authority on South Africa, because, | votion, but in swiftness and enterprise 
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and deadliness with the rifle at close 
quarters—that he firmly believed would 
have been the shortest road to victory. 
But the Government were not able to do 
that, although, as he knew, they made 
considerable efforts in that direction. 
Failing quality, the alternative was 
quantity. If they were unable to run 
down the enemy in the open, then it 
became necessary to entangle them in a 
net, and so we came directly to the 
system of blockhouses, which were now 
spread over the country and turning 
South Africa into one vast fortification. 
That system was very characteristic of 
Lord Kitchener. It was slow, painful, and 
laborious, but, like the desert railway in 
the Soudan, it was so far as one could see, 
absolutely certain in the end. It required 
a great number of troops, and perhaps 
some hon. Member who had just 
returned from the front could say how 
many battalions were absorbed; but the 
more closely the blockhouses were put 
together, the smaller the areas into 
which the country was divided, and the 
more mobile columns there were available 
in the enclosed country, the sooner 
the end would be reached. Therefore 
he did not think it would be valid 
for the Government to say that 
Lord Kitchener had enough troops. 
He could not have enough troops. 
He and the Government had been work- 
ing together, not only in this great en- 
terprise, but in another enterprise, and 
their uninterruptedly cordial relations 
must have established a comradeship, 
and no doubt the General would en- 
deavour to make things easy for the 
Government, and the Government would 
do what they could within limits, to help 
the General. But his contention was 
that if Lord Kitchener had more troops he 
would get on more quickly. In November 
last year the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary of State for War told them 
that he had 100,000 men, who would 
reinforce the field army as much as was 
necessary. Why then did he not begin 
to prepare a new force of 30,000 or 
35,000, who by now would have been 
nearly trained, and who would have 
infused new vigour into the new year’s 
campaign? Over and’over again during 
the recess the right hon. Gentleman had 
been urged to make preparation for 
a supreme effort in the new year. He 


Mr. Winston Churchall. 


Address in Reply to 


{COMMONS} 


had no desire to be captious in his views, 
but this was, he believed, a perfectly valid 
charge which could be brought against 
the Government, that although they 
committed themselves deliberately to a 
military policy, the essential condition 
of which was the great number of our 
troops, they did not make sufficient 
preparation to provide that that great 
number should be maintained. Never 
during this campaign had the War Office 
done what he ventured to think should 
have been one of the earliest steps, 
namely, to lay down a_ regular rota 
by ;which the army in South Africa 
should be reinforced, and to adhere to 
that principle through good report and 
through ill report, and_ particularly 
hrough good report. If such a course 
had been taken and followed consistently 
from the first, he thought they might be 
looking back on a brighter past and 
looking forward to a brighter future. 
It was not too late even now for them 
to deal with the question, and to reinforce 
the South African army on a thoroughly 
logical basis. It was absolutely necessary 
to have something in hand with which 
to threaten and alarm our antagonists. 
The Colonial Secretary said last night 
that he would welcome instructive 
criticism in regard to military operations. 
The hon. Member urged the Government 
to prepare now an army of 30,000 men. 


[Nationalist cheers.| No doubt hon. 
Members from [Ireland would vote 
Supplies! These troops would go out 


to South Africa, if the war was not 
over, at the end of April, to strengthen 
those already there. The sending out 
of reinforcements would have a consider- 
able moral effect upon the enemy, by 
the spectacle of their arrival. He did 
not think the right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary of State for War had “ stage- 
managed ” the reinforcements as well as 
he might have done. They heard that 
the Boers were accurately informed as to 
what was going on in this country. 
He wondered how they got their in- 
formation. No doubt they subscribed 
to one of the press-cutting agencies. 
The prospect of the despatch of troops 
from this country would produce 
possibly a decisive result on the com- 
mandos in the field. 

He thought the Government might re- 
consider the question of the employment 
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of Indian troops. 
much, personally, opposed to this idea, 
because he thought this was awhite man’s 
war essentially, and because he wastosome 
extent captivated by what his right hon. 
friend the Member for Montrose had 
said—that there was a kind of prejudice 
that Christians should be killed by 
Christians. We had to consider the 
Colonial sentiment of hostility to the 
employment of what they would call 
Coolies, in the early stages of the war, 
but now the situation was quite different. 
We had employed Kaffirs to watch 
and to scout, and the loyalist senti- 
ment in South Africa had not been 
outraged in the least. Now great 
numbers of troops were required, not so 
much for active field operations as the 
discharge of the duties of an army of 
occupation, and to garrison block-houses. 
Under these circumstances there was no 
reason which he could see why we 
should not, if we wished and found it 
convenient, avail ourselves, as Lord 
Beaconsfield did, of the enormous moral 
and material advantages of throwing the 
sword of India into the scale, and of open- 
ing up before the eyes of the stuggling 
Boers the prospect of the indefinite and 
almost infinite reservoir of men to be 
found in India. Some hon. Members 
might say that perhaps the natives of India 
would be tempted to think that we were at 
our last gasp. He could not imagine that 
any intelligent native Indian would be so 
silly as to think so. If 30,000 native troops 
were sent to South Africa, in conjunction 
with an equal force from home, he thought 
his right hon. friend would have a reserve 
force which would enable him to do two 
very desirable things. First of all it 
would put the Government in a very 
much better position to receive any over- 
tures which the Boers might make in a 
friendly spirit, and secondly it would 
enable them to bring home some 10,000 
or 12,000 men now serving, and whose 
absence from home caused hardship. 

So much for the military operations. He 
hoped the government would not confine 
themselves to disclaiming their incapacity 
in the conduct of the war. It was also 


desirable that they should evince—this was 
entirely secondary to the other question— 
a disposition for peace on satisfactory terms. 
The difference, so far as he could see, | 
between those who voted against the 
Amendment to the Amendment last night 
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and the supporters of the Government 
was whether the settlement which was to 
follow the war should rest upon com- 
promise or upon force. The hon. Member 
for North Monmouthshire, who seconded 
the Amendment, tried to make out, in in- 
flated periods which at all events produced 
as much effect upon himself as the House, 
that this was the very issue between the 
two parties in the House, and that it was 
a great battle to be fought against the 
reactionary forces of Toryism by those 
who adhered to the old traditions of the 
Liberal party. The hon. Member for 
Oldham ventured to think that between 
annexation by compromise and annexation 
by force there was no real difference of 


principle. There was only one great 
difference of principle in the course 
of this war, and that was on the 


question of annexation. That was the 
one great dividing line. If they con- 
sented to the destruction of a nationality, 
whether that destruction was effected 
with the consent of the nationality was a 
matter of minor consideration. Obviously 
the rights of minor Nationalities would 
be more greatly enhanced by the protest 
effected by the unyielding resistance of 
the nationality, than by that nationality 
becoming an accessory to its destruction. 
Hon. Members opposite, on grounds of 
patriotism and common sense, consented 
to support the annexation of the two 
Republics. Then he thought there was 
no real dividing line of principle, although 
there might be room for any number of 
differences of procedure. 

We were now committed to annexa- 
tion, and the only question to be con- 
sidered was the question of expediency. 
It was as a matter of expediency that he 
would like to discuss the proposition, 
whether the settlement should rest upon 
compromise or upon force. He confessed 
himself—he was afraid he would not carry 
with him some of his hon. friends 
behind him—he preferred compromise 
without any doubt or question. He 
would give two material reasons. When 
he looked back on the course of events 
in South Africa, he found that the area 
near the quadrilateral line of block- 
houses had always been the stage of the 
South African drama. The Uitlanders, 
though not, perhaps, themselves of any 
great consequence, were indeed, of very 
real and vital consequence, because 
they represented the British principle 
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throughout South Africa. He had 
always thought that our Government 
were right to intervene in the cause of the 
Uitlanders, to take up negotiations in 
their cause, to carry the cause into the 
field of war, and to show that we were 
prepared to make great sacrifices for our 
kith and kin. But if the Uitlanders 
represented the Cape British, it was no 
less true that the Boers represented the 
Cape Dutch. So long as the Boers were 
antagonistic and disaffected, so long would 
South Africa be estranged and distracted. 
That was why, on practical grounds, he 
preferred to settle by compromise. But 
there was another, and still more practical 
reason. No doubt the situation in South 
Africa was steadily improving. He sup- 
posed he was right in saying that the 
system of dividing up the country into 
water-tight compart ments by hlockhouses, 
would, with mathematical certainty, ex- 
clude the Boers from all the settled 
country. But there was adanger. Sup- 
posing that within six months all the 
Boers with'n the area of the blockhouses 
were killed or captured, there would 
still be a few hundred implacable Boers 
in the north-east of the Transvaal, and 
north-east of the Cape Colony ; and what 
would be the position then? In order 
to protect the settled districts from these 
roving bands, a large number of troops 
would be required from the Delagoa 
Railway to the town o/ Sutherland, and 
down to the sea—a length of 900 miles. 
Then there was the prospective return 
of the prisoners of war. It would be 
most dangerous to withdraw a large part 
of our troops, for that operation must 
be covered by a substantial military force. 
Therefore, by a settlement by force alone, 
and not by compromise, we would be 
compelled to face a period of great ex- 
penditure. He did not think that either 
of these disadvantages or difficulties or 
dangers, however unpleasant they might 
be to be faced, were likely to prove in- 
superable obstacles to the course which 
this country was determined to pursue. 
There was no doubt that any one who 
spoke of conciliation and negotiations 
must certainly make this plain, too, as 
there was a body of public opinion in 
England, not less than in the Colonies. 


strong and unyielding, who, if the) 
Boers persisted in their demand for | 


independence, would shrink from no 
Mr. Winston Churchill, 
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sacrifice, would stop short at no meas- 
ure of severity—[Mr. Swirr Macnen: 
Even to the murder of children|— 
which the hard circumstances of in- 
numerable precedents of war would 
sanction. His reason for favouring the 
idea of compromise rather than any 
settlement by force was that it would be 
far better for the interests of Britain, 
far better for the future of South Africa, 
and far better for the Boers themselves, 
that the war should end, not as they 
would force us to end it by the stamping 
out of a general conflagration, but by a 
military compact or treaty between those 
fighting on either side, which should be 
to the Boers a Magna Charta, and to 
the British the title deeds of the country. 

He had given his reasons why he con- 
sidered a settlement by compromise 
intrinsically better than settlement by 
force. He knew that many men on that 
side of the House did not hold that 
view, but the facts appeared to him to 
be tolerably plain. Any one who had 
travelled in the country and reflected on 
the situation must have had the facts 
brought prominently before him. Very 
likely the Government did not take the 
view that he had attempted to put 
forward. He did not speak for them, 
though he should not be surprised if the 
view they took in their hearts was that, 
while settlement by force was better 
than by compromise, there must be 
circumstances in which settlement based 
on compromise would be more convenient. 
If that was the view of his right hon. 
friend, he only trusted that in the 
present juncture of affairs his right hon. 
friend, standing in a position of authority 
and responsibility, would think it well to 
declare it. Whatever they might say or 
think about the question which he had 
been discussing, it was at the present 
time a purely academical one. It was 
not before the country just now. They 
might all wish to see the lamb lie down 
with the lion, but he was afraid they 
would not. Settlement by compromise 
was doubtful; settlement by force was 
absolutely certain. That could not be 
too often stated ; and they should not 
imperil the substance of military success 
by the shadow, however attractive, of 
conciliation. When the Leader of 
the Opposition in this House said he 
; would combine the policy of the sword in 
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one hand with the that of olive branch 
in the other, he ran the risk of over 
materialisation, and if he attempted that 
policy he might find that it would end 
with a blunt sword and an olive branch 
stained with blood. He confessed that 
he should like to see negotiations on the 
military and civil questions undertaken 
with the Republics, but the question was 
how could such negotiations be set in 
operation. Hon. Members had varied a 
good de»l in their interpretation of the 
Boer attitude, At one period they were 
told that the Boers were permanently 
estranged and implacable; but, on the 
other hand, they were assured that the 
Boers were ready to be received with 
open arms and with respect. The most 
remarkable thing he had heard in the 
course of the debate was said by the 
right hon. Baronet the Member for the 
Forest of Dean, who declared that the 
Government had made it impossible to 
conclude an honourable peace with the 
Boers. Really, he could not see how 
that statement could be reconciled with 
the actual facts. What had the Govern- 
ment done? They had taken three 
decided steps, made three distinct over- 
tures, which were all recorded in the 
Blue-books. In the first place there 
was the dispatch of the peace envoys; 
next, the June negotiations, and last of 
all, there was the letter written by Lord 
Kitchener, now published, which Mr. 
Steyn himself described as couched in an 
not unfriendly tone. What was the 
reception of these overtures ? 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): What I said 

was that they had left themselves nobody 
with whom they could conclude a peace ; 
and that, there having been absolute 
annexation long ago, there was no 
Government of any kind left with whom 
to treat. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: That 
is not the op:nion of the Boers—who 
hold that they have actual Governments 
in both States and it is not the opinion 
of Lord Rosebery. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I spoke only 
of the attitude of the Government. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: I 
thought the right hon. Gentleman was 
only speaking of the actual facts —all 
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the overtures which the Government 
had at different times and by different 
methods made to the Boers had been 
rejected. Lord Kitchener’s letters had 
led to a wordy controversy, In which 
complaints had been made of the 
methods of concentration camps. The 
June negotiations were rejected by 
the Boers with contumely; but not 
only that, they had been used as an 
argument by the Commanders in the 
field to their followers for further re- 
sistance. “See,” they said, ‘‘ what you 
have got by going on!”’ Then we sent 
the peace envoys and they were shot. 
In the face of these overtures and these 
refusals, the right hon. Baronet said that 
the Government had made an honourable 
peace impossible! He confessed he did 
not follow that reasoning at all. His 
hon. and gallant friend the Member for 
the Isle of Wight, who spoke the previous 
day, described the attitude of the Boers. 
It was an attitude of the defenders of a 
beleagured town, to resist to the last 
morsel of food and to the last round of 
ammunition. It was a very unyielding 
and military attitude, and one which, in 
other circumstances, would be very 
refreshing to witness in the latter days 
of the world. In the face of facts like 
these, it was solemnly proposed that we, 
who were advancing with measured and 
resistless strides towards the long-delayed 
conclusion of these operations, should 
compromise them by offering further over- 
tures. 

Hon. Members opposite had not only 


urged the Government to renewed 
negotiations, they had _ stated three 


propositions which he would venture to 
deal with seriatim. The one point to 
be borne in mind was that we should 
not compromise the military operations. 
We owed that to our soldiers. The first 
proposition was that we should invite the 
Boers toa conference. We knew what came 
of that before. Second, that we should 
state our terms without any conference. 
There was a good deal to be said for that, 
and less againstit. And lastly, there 
was the proposition, which he thought 
very good and excellent, that the 
Boers should invite us to a conference. 
That was a matter that rested with 
the Boers, and with which we were 
‘unable to interfere. The Colonial 
Secretary last night made a speech 
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which drew, he thought, a great many | 
bullets from the cartridges prepared | 
against him. He said that, provided 
the Government were satisfied that 
those who spoke on behalf of Boers 
were really in control—in effective com- 
mand—of the Boers and of these scattered 


commandoes, and provided they would | 
state before negotiations the terms on | 


which they would negotiate, and pro- 
vided these terms afforded a satisfactory 


basis in regard to essentials, then, so far | 


as they were concerned, the Government 
would not turn a deaf ear to them. 
It must be self-evident to every one 
who had studied the South Africa ques- 
tion, that the loyal co-operation of the 
Boers in the settlement of South Africa, 
would be such a dazzling bribe, such an 


enormous advantage, that it would be | 


inconceivable that any Government 
acquainted with the conditions should 
refuse to make any _ considerable 
sacrifices to secure so desirable an end. 
For all these reasons he confessed that 
he did not see, either in the amend- 
ment proposed or in the debate so far 
as it had proceeded,f or in the situation 
in South Africa, or in this country, any 
good reason which would justify those 


members of the Opposition, who had | 
hitherto loyally, patriotically, to their | 


own disadvantage and vexation, and 
to the disadvantage of their Party, 
supported the policy of the Government 
in voting for an amendment which, so 
far as it was supported, would seem to 
betoken divisions in their councils 
which had not hitherto existed and | 
which might, for that very reason, 
produce in the situation in South 
Africa, evil consequences which were 
not in their power accurately to an- 
ticipate. In regard to that question, it 
was above all things important that 
they should not lose their sense of pro- 
portion. They were living in a time of 
strain and trouble which a majority of this 
House have never before been called upon 


to face. In this age they get informa- 
tion so quickly, every detail was 
presented with such great  vivid- 


ness, that no doubt they felt more 
keenly than any other representatives 
who had met in former times to debate 
the critical fortunes of this country. He 
hoped they should not dwell too much 
on their labours. Other generations 


Mr. Winston Churey 3 
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had to face difficulties not less great, 
and dangers not less terrible, and it 
would be almost impossible now to see 
any real evidence of their sufferings. 
All that was petty was effaced, and 
there remained only their example to in- 
spire them to emulate their achievements, 
and if this war, which was mournfully 
drawing to its close, should so change 
the destinies of that country, that instead 
of being, as it undoubtedly would have 
been a stagnant and reactionary Dutch 
Republic, it should take its place with 
the other great and free commonwealths 
which they had scattered about the 
world, that would bea solid achievement 
for which those who come after them, 
either sitting in this House or living in 
South Africa, would not be altogether 
ungrateful. 


* (5.10.) Srp] WILLIAM HARCOURT 
(Monmouthshire, W.): The interesting 
speech towhich we have just listened shows 
at least that there are different opinions 
on both sides of the House. I do not 
suppose His Majesty’s Government or 
any other Gentlemen on that side 
of the House entirely approve the 
of the hon. Member who has 
just sat down. I was very glad to 
hear in the speech of the _ hon. 
Member that he realises the dangerous 
character of the situation in South 
Africa. Though I do not agree in 
many of the opinions he has uttered, 
at least I can concur with him that this 


‘country has never been placed in a 


more serious position. I would wish 
very much that that was the tone in 


which this subject was always discussed. 
|For my part, I recognise perfectly that 
(on this’ side of the House, as on that, 


there are great differences of opinion 
in reference to the war. I myself have 
always deplored this war. If I were 
or had been in any degree responsible 
for it—which, thank God, I am not—if 
I had felt it an inevitable necessity, 
I should all the same have deplored it 
as a great disaster, and should not have 
been disposed to think its authorship 4 
feather in my cap. However, to-night, 
and in the situation in which we find 
ourselves, it is not so much the question 
of the origin of the war, or the justifi- 
cation of the war, as how we may best, 
with honour to this country, bring it to 
an early conclusion. It is from that 
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point of view that what I will ask leave 

to address to the House shall be directed. 

What are the consequences of this war, 

so far as it has gone, and so far as it has 

been conducted, under the policy of 

His Majesty's Government? I would 

express my opinion upon it from a 

source which has been much resorted 

to in these debates. As was once said 

of Shakespeare, it is full of quotations. 

J will state my opinion of the conse- 

quences of this war in the words of 

Lord Rosebery. He says that this war 

has produced an open sore, through 

which is oozing much of our strength. 

He says, secondly, that it weakens our 

international position, and reduces us 

toa standpoint in international politics 

very different from that we were 

accustomed to occupy. Thirdly, that it 

stops all domestic reform, and he says 

further it adjourns and embitters the 

ultimate settlement of South Africa. 

That is a very true statement of the 

consequences of this war. It has one other 

consequence, and, in my opinion, a very 

grave consequence in the disapprobation, 
amounting to hostility, on the part of 
almost all the nations of the world. I 
know, Sir, that this is claimed by some 
to be a special advantage. We are told 
that the proof of our greatness is the 
extent to which we are hated. Ifthat is 
statesmanship, it is a fine art which His 
Majesty's Government has carried to the 
highest point of perfection. If for 
individuals or states to be hated is the 
real proof of greatness, then no doubt, 
we are the greatest people in the world. 
For my own part, I have never been an 
advocate of offensive or defensive 
alliances. I have never desired that 
this country should be entangled 
in foreign complications in which we 
have no special interest. But [ have 
always desired the moral influence of 
England, which for generations, I believe, 
has had a most beneficial influence upon 
the civilised world. I do not, consequently, 
look with indifference upon the hostility 
of other nations. I do not rejoice in what 
to-day is called a splendid isolation. I do 
not think that it has added to the dig- 
nity or the strength of this nation, 
that we should be in the position of 
making rejected addresses declined with- 
out thanks. I do not think that that is 
a policy which is advantageous, and I 
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for one rejoice as much as any man in 
the cordial and splendid support which 
we have received from the people of our 
own race in the dominions of the King 
beyond the seas. But I do not despi e, I 
do not flout the opinion of the world, 
and I would gladly have that on our side, 
by taking a course which would inspire 
them with a belief in our sense of 
justice and our spirit of magnanimity. 
I think that is one of the most evil 
consequences of this war,andison we 
should endeavour to remove in any 
attempt we may ake to put an endto the 
conflict by asatisfactory settlement. This 
splendid isolation is a heavy burden on 
the people. It puts a strain to-day on 
your menand money, and will put a far 
heavier strain on your resources in the 
future. I retain my own conviction 
that I shall always feel and believe that 
by a different management in the com- 
mencement, this war might have been 
avoided, but as we are committed to 
it and engaged in it, I for one hold 
that it is right not to refuse to sup- 
port the measures that were necessary 
to bring it to a satisfactory conclusion. 

That is the basis of the position I have 
endeavoured to occupy with reference to 
this war, but when we come to the 
consideration of the measures by which 
it may be brought to a conclusion, we 
have to regard a different set of circum- 
stances. In my opinion, a satisfactory 
conclusion to this war can never be 
arrived at by what Pitt denounced as the 
impious course of forcing an uncondi- 
tional surrender. The hon. Member who 
has just sat down recognised the serious— 
the very serious—and terrible consequen- 
ces of endeavouring to extinguish a nation- 
ality. That isa process which has never 
commended itself I think to men of liberal 
minds. That this unfortunate contest has 
been so long prolonged by errors—errors 
of judgment—of the Government, I think 
nobody denies. It has arisen from an 
entire misconception of the two things, 
the extent of the territory and the spirit 
of the people with whom they have had 
to deal, and the country has been led on 
from step to step by illusion after 
illusion. And if the country has been 
deluded, it is small consolation, I think, 
that their rulers have been ill-informed. 
Let us just see how this operated; there 
have been from time to time dates fixed 
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for the termination of this war. We 
have been informed in fact that the war 
was over. That has gone on, I was 
going to say, for years, but at any rate 
it has been going on for more than two 
years and four months after that time. 
No doubt there are people who do not 
object—practically do not object—to this 
state of things. There are people who 
want to fight to a finish, but I confess 
I prefer a finish on fair and reasonable 
terms, to a fight without any termina- 
tion, and that is the great difference 
between the two policies. There is the 
policy declared and pursued by Lord 
Milner. Now there is no man in this 
House, from reasons which will be 
familiar to every Member, who is more 
bound to entertain the highest feelings 
of respect and of gratitude to Lord 
Milner than I, having regard to the 
services which he rendered to me 
when in office. There shall be no words 
spoken by me disrespectful of Lord 
Milner, though I deplore his policy in 
South Africa. But I regard Lord Milner as 
being the mouthpiece of the Government, 
and therefore in criticising Lord Milner 
I am speaking only of the responsibility 
—which they will admit—the direct 
responsibility of the Government. *%a 

Now what is the policy of the Govern- 
ment as stated by Lord Milner? The 
other night the Colonial Secretary appeal- 
ing to hon. Gentlemen on this side of the 
House, said that there was no material dis 
tinction between the opinions expressed 
by Lord Rosebery and those entertained 
by His Majesty’s Government. Well. will 
he allow me to read these sentences to him, 
and see how far they correspond with 
that idea. Lord Rosebery, referring to 
the statement of policy of Lord Milner 
says this: 

‘‘Hunting the Boers, and capturing and 
killing them, and getting them to surrender 
as they are now doing, and when they have 


got to a certain low number to treat them as 
banditti aad not as existing®combatants.” 


That embraces a policy against which he 
enters an emphatic protest, and he 
justly says of the policy “it means end- 
less war; it means a garrison of 70,000 
men.”’ He put it a great deal too low ; the 
highest military authority in this House, 
the hon. Member for Central Sheffield, 
puts it at at least 100,000. Lord Rosebery 


said “it involves,” that is the policy| 


Sir William Harcourt. 
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declared by Lord Milner, ‘no settlement 
within reasonable time, and fourthly, 
it makes the banished leaders forever 
heroes and martyrs.” Yet the right hon, 
Gentleman, the Colonial Secretary, says 
that Lord Rosebery’s views are as near 
as possible those of the Government. He 
goes on to say that “that policy exhibits 
that lack of statesmanship which has 
always characterised the conduct of the 
Government from the beginning of the 
war tothe present time.” The imputation 
“of lack of statesmanship”’ does not 
seem to me to indicate the close eoin- 


cidency of opinion, which to the 
right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary, seemed to exist in this 


matter. But it goes further, Lord Rose- 
bery says “the policy is identical with 
the policy of Lord North supported for 
twelve years by large, blind, and docile 
majorities.” I could not venture to use 
such language ‘“‘large, blind, and docile 
majorities who almost ruined _ the 
country.” That is a statement of a 
policy which, we are told, is almost identi- 
eal with that of the right hon. Gentle 
man the Secretary for the Colonies. 
Phere cannot be any doubt of what the 
policy is. It was developed in one 
speech when Lord Milner stated that 
there might be no formal! end of the 
war ; but this speech was followed 
by one in which Lord Milner said that 
his policy was imperturbably squeezing 
the Boers without fidgetting about 
negotiations. The negotiations recom- 
mended by Lord Rosebery were con- 
temptuously dismissed by the Colonial 
Secretaryas negotiations discussed in some 
public house on the Continent. That is 
hardly proof of the coincidency of the 
two policies. The right hon. Gentleman 
says that between himself and Lord 
Rosebery there was little or no distine- 
tion. What he said was this—I was 
loohing for the actual words : 

‘* Wild and wilful talk of negotiations to be 
casually undertaken in some public house.” 
the com- 
plimentary language which the Colonial 
Secretary addresses to Lord Rosebery 
with whom he professes substantially to 
agree. Then comes the proclamation of 
August last to which last night the right 
hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secretary, 
declared his absolute and unswerving 
adhesion. What Lord Rosebery says about 
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that, is that ‘‘it has done unmixed harm 
in prolonging the war and driving 
the Boers to despair, and with regard to 
that he would certainly annul it.” In the 
statement I do not see that concensus 
of opinion on which the right hon. 
Gentleman so much relies for the support 
he expects to get from this side of the 
House. 

Now, on this proclamation I should 
like to say a word. I believed, and 1 think 
the country believed, that that proclama- 
tion was going te be a!lowed, like its 41 
predecessors, to fall into abeyance, but 
that is the one thing to which the Govern- 
ment is going to adhere. It was de- 
finitely stated last night, andit was stated 
with a curious preface. The right hon. 
Gentleman said “for the sake of argu- 
ment, suppose that proclamation is 
wrong, still to withdraw it in the face of 
the enemy would be a sign of weakness.”’ 
I venture to say that, whether in the 
case of individuals or nations, there is no 
greater source of weakness than the fear 
of being thought afraid. Of all forms of 
cowardice that is the most mischievious 
and most fatal, and I should he ashamed 
that so great a nation as ours should 
be guilty of such poltroonery. The 
idea that you must persist in a course 
which you do not deny to be wrong, in 
order that you may be thought not 
weak is the cause of the greatest 
disasters which befal mankind either 
in private or national life. Now, what 
is this proclamation that we are to 
persist in? I will, for the sake of 
argument, accept your view, that over- 
tures for peace are to come not from us 
but from the Boers. All] have to say 
will be founded on that assumption, but if 
you really mean peace you ought to do 
that which would encourage the Boers to 
make the overtures and not discourage 
them and prevent them coming forward. 
What would be the effect of this procla- 
mation on the Boers? The right hon. 
Gentleman said last night that what he 
looked to more than any general pacifi- 
cation arranged by agreement, was the 
separate surrender of the Commandants. 
How are you encouraging the separate 
Commandants to come forward and surren- 
der, when you inform them beforehand 
that the man who comes to make the 
surrender comes with a halter around his 


heck and a sentence of banishment over | 
hishead? The fate of every Commandant | 
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or superior officer of the Boers now in 
arms in South Africa was sealed on 15th 
September last. The sentence of banish- 
ment takes effect from that time, and this 
is the way you are going to encourage the 
Boer Commandants to come forward and 
make overtures of surrender! Indeed, 
that does show the fatal lack of statesman- 
ship which Lord Rosebery so justly 
condemned. Was there ever such a foolish 
conception of the means to bring this war 
to an end ? 

Then the right hon. Gentleman said— 


the King’s Speech. 


‘* What we desire by this is to secure the per- 
manent absence of these men from South Africa.” 
The permanent absence of these men from 
South Africa? You may remove their 
bodies but will you remove their spirit % 
If vou remove these men their spirit will 
be more resent throughout South Africa 
than ever it was before. The exiled men 
will be, as Lord Rosebery has told vou, 
the martyrs and heroes of the Dutch 
race. And where are you going to exile 
them to? Where are they to go% 
There is not a nation in Europe which 
would not receive your exiles with 
enthusiasm. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): They might come 
here ; we should receive them at least 
with courtesy. 


* Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: I am 
sure the right hon. Gentleman would, 
because his courtesy to his opponentsis well 
known to us al!. But I do not think his 
language hitherto has been such as to en- 
courage them to seek that courtesy here. 
But speaking seriously, does any man 
believe that the banishment of Botha, De 
Wet, or De la Rey, would strengthen your 
position in South Africa? Do yow be- 
lieve that the spirit of the men whom 
you have not reconciled would be driven 
out of the minds of the people, who are 
now in arms against you? And how are 
they to be banished ? Your proclamation 


‘of banishment is a mere piece of waste- 


paper. The right bon. Gentleman has 
stated that it was to be ultimately enact- 
ed by statute. I do not know by what 
statute, but I suppose by one of the local 
legislature, such as you may establish 
either in the Colonies or in the Cape 
Colony, when you allow it again to be a 
local legislature. So that the first statute. 








491 Address in Reply to 


peace will be one of proscription. Do you 
think the prospect of peace will be 
improved by the passing of a statute to 
proscribe these men who are the leaders 
of Dutch sentiment and Dutch opinion ? 
Do you suppose that that is a course which 
is likely to reconcile the two races in 
South Africa? Upon that policy—I use 
again the words of Lord Rosebery—‘ once 
more, for the hundredth time in the history 
of the Government, the fatal lack of 
statesmanship which has marked every 
step of their proceedings, is written. I say 
that the policy of that proclamation is 
condemned.” 





Then there is the question of terms. 
I will assume that the application for 
terms is to come from the Boers and not 
fromus. But are the Boers likely to come 
to us unless they have some idea of the 
sort of terms you are going to offer them ? 
I believe that in this House and outside 
there was a universal expectation, hope, 
and belief that the terms offered in March 
last were still open to the acceptance of 
the Boers. Nobody has spoken more 
strongly on that point than the hon. 
Member for Berwick. I think my hon. 
friend expressed very strongly his desire 
that the terms should be stated. It is 
said that he and others differed from 
Lord Rosebery because Lord Rosebery 
did not think it necessary that the terms 
should be stated. But the noble Lord 
gave this reason, to which the Colonial 
Secretary referred last night. He said 


that “the Boers are very acute people. | 


They know that the revocation of these 
terms was only formal, and that they 
are still open.” What did the Colonial 
Secretary say last night ? He deplored 
that Lord Rosebery should have said 
anything of the kind, because, he said, “if 
the Boers believed that they were still 
open, they were very much mistaken.” 
From the statement, it appears that Lord 
Rosebery is not always in absolute 
agreement with the Colonial Secretary. 
But the terms are not to be stated. We 
are told that the Boers are not to have 


the old terms, that some of the terms are | 


to be excluded. But we are not told 
which terms are to be excluded, and that, 
I think, is a very material consideration. 
The terms, says the Colonial Secretary, 
‘‘are to be made more in our favour.” 
That means, of course, they are to be 
Jess in favour of the Boers. 


Sir William Harcourt. 


{COMMONS} 
of the legislature of the Colony after | 
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are the terms excluded? Are they with 
regard toamnesty ? Arethey with regard 
to representative institutions? Unless the 
Boers have some idea that you are going 
to offer them favourable terms, why 
should they approach you at all? You 
offered them terms which you believed 
at the time to be fair. Now you say, 
‘oh, no, you cannot have those terms 
any more. The terms you may have are 
more unfavourable but we will not tell 
you what they are.’ To my mind, 
nothing could more discourage the Boers 
from coming to youand seeking for peace, 


Then the right hon. Gentleman told us 
another extremely important thing, 
which I am afraid is not in favour of 
peace, nor will it encourage the Boers to 
approach the Government for the 
purposes of a settlement. The right 
hon. Gentleman stated that the terms of 
peace by which this terrible war, which 
has cost us so much both in life and in 
treasure, is to be concluded are not to be 
settled by a Government responsible to 
the Imperial Parliament, which it may be 
hoped is disposed to look at the matter 
with an impartial eye, and in the interests 
of both races who are to live together in 
the future, and upon whose good will and 
agreement the future of South Africa 
depends; but they are to be settled ac- 
cording to the dictates of a partisan and 
irresponsible Government at the Cape. 
I say “irresponsible,” because at the 
present time the Government at the Cape 
is responsible to nobody ; it has abolished 
the Parliament to which it was respon- 
sible ; and it is partisan because it reflects 
the passions and prejudices of the domi- 
nant race. That, to my mind, offers no 
prospect of an early settlement or a dur- 
able peace. What sort of spirit is it that 
the Government of the Cape, by its 
mouthpiece, the Prime Minister, has 
exhibited in this matter? We have had 
an inflammatory speech, which appears 
in the Blue-book, and within the last 
few days has appeared the report of 
another speeeh, as a sort of call 
to the Colonial Secretary. I have 
a report of a speech by Sir Gordon 
Sprigg. It is not a very full report, and, 
I dare say, does not use his exact 


‘language, but it is in entire consonance 


with his former remarks. The report 


States. 
But what | 


“In an important speech the Premier said 
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the Government was entirely opposed to the 
acceptances of Boer surrenders—that is, the 
acceptance of Boer surrenders on conditions. 
Such acceptance would vitiate any satisfactory 
settlement. If anything, the enemy must come | 
hat in hand, or on their knees if necessary, and 
subject to the terms imposed by the British 
Government. Sir Gordon Sprigg then referred 
approvingly to the statement by Mr. Chamber- 
lain that Colonial opinion should be regarded.” 

And that is “ Colonial opinion!” That 
isa very serious matter. Do you think 
that, in the presence of language of that 
kind, you are likely to induce the Boers 
to make offers, or that you are likely to 
conciliate or reconcile Dutch opinion at 
the Cape? Is that the road to peace ! 
No, Sir, it is subjugation, it its most 
odious form, expressed in the most 
menacing tone, and it is not in the 
smallest degree likely to produce any- 
thing like reconciliation. Mark you, it is 
not a question‘of seeking terms at all. It 
js a question whether you will accept 
their surrender on any conditions, and 
that is repudiated. If the Government 
really desire overtures from the Boers 
they will have to approach the question 
ina very different spirit. There is one 
phrase used by Lord Milner which struck 
me very much and very painfully. He 
said that the Boer 

“Looms too largely in the British imagina- 
tion.” 
Yes he does loom very largely, and it is 
because he has held all your armies at 
bay for more than two years; it is 
because he has employed 250,000 of your 
men; it is because he has cost you 
thousands of lives and millions of money. 
It does not require imagination to make 
people of that kind ‘loom largely.” 
This is the language of a man who 
regards the interests of the Boers as 
a quality that may be neglected. 
It is absolutely inconsistent with any- 
thing like a spirit of treating people on 
equal terms or of giving them equal 
rights. I venture to say that in all this 
there is very little which holds out hopes 
of the termination of the war by a friendly 
settlement. 


There is only one other point upon | 
which I will venture to remark, and I 
think it is a very interesting point. The 
Colonial Secretary has referred, and | 
have referred upon a former occasion, to 
the present condition of the Cape. That 
has, and will have, upon the settlement 
of peace a most enormous influence. 
For you must remember that you have | 
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got to make peace, not only in the new 
Colonies, but at the Cape; and what is 
the condition at this moment of the Cape. 
The right hon. Gentleman has always 
in his mouth the self-government of the 
Cape, but there is now no self-government 
at the Cape. Self-government does not 
exist at the Cape at this moment, and 
it is not a self-governing colony. Self- 
government, which was conferred by the 
Imperial Parliament, depended upon 
representative institutions and a respon- 
sible Ministry; but the responsible 
Ministry has suspended the Parliament 
from whom they alone can derive their 
authority. The right hon. Gentleman 
the First Lord of the Treasury, said the 
other night, very properly speaking of 
his own Government— 


the King’s Speech. 


‘“‘The Ministry exist by a majority of the 
Parliament.” 
Yes, but the Colonial Secretary has 
talked of the Minister at the Cape being 
the Minister of the majority, but in 
order to have a majority he must have 
a Parliament, and when you abolish 
Parliament, the majority disappears. 
The First Lord of the Treasury said 
very truly that a Minister is the creature 
of Parliament, but I do not understand 
by what right the creature puts an end 
to the existence of the author of his 
being. That is what has been done at 
the Cape. They had no authority from 
their Parliament, legally, to postpone its 
sittings, and from that time what is the 
situation? Who are their Ministers 
responsible to? They are responsible 
to nobody at the Cape. The right hon. 
Gentleman told us the other night that 
the Governor, who represents the Crown, 
was obliged to do what they told him, 
and that it is not for him to demur 
either to martial law or the suspension 
of the constitution or anything e se. 
These Ministers, he tells us, are not re- 
sponsible to anybody here. That is the 
doctrine of the Colonial Secretary. 
It would he impertinent, he says, on 
his part to interfere. That is not self- 
government; that is a mere autocracy 
of an executive, contrary to every prin- 
ciple of self-government. But the right 
hon. Gentleman said “he did not care 


/a scrap about these doctrines of law and 


these legal opinions on one side or the 
other.” It was not necessary for him to 
give us that information, because we 
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were perfectly aware of it, and it can 
easily be as-umed from the language of 
his speeches. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man will permit me, I will give him 
an opinion which is not a lawyer's 
opinion at all, and perhaps he will 
value it on that account, and that 
opinion is thus :— 

“T admit that this martial law is a matter 
which requires to be watched with the utmost 
care. There ought to be a thorough review 
at the hands of competent authorities of all 
great Acts of martial law. Something has 
been said about Acts of Indemnity. That is 
a matter on which the Parliament of this 
country will have to satisfy i self that the law 
has been set aside on grounds of real necessity. 
Parliament (this Parliament) must determine 
on these items of indemuities which are neces- 
sary to clear the position, not only of the 
soldiers and of those who are under the 
direct warrant of His Majesty, but also (I 
beg the attention of the right hon. Gentleman 
to this) of the authorities and instrament- 
of the Cape Government who are them- 
selves very largely implicated in all the ir- 
regular proceedings to which the war may 
make them resort. It is necessary for both 
Houses of Parliament to watch with the most 
careful jealousy the exercise of powers which 
no doubt, if unrestrained, might be very 
dangerous to the liberty of the subject. The 
superseding of a constitution is not the ordinary 
business of the Government either here or there, 
and it is only under the greatest exigencies 
that such a thing should be done, but the 
power of doing it must necessarily be some- 
where with the duty of giving afterwards the 
reason why it was done and coming to the 
supreme Parliament of Great Britain for the 
indemnity that must follow.” 


These are very sound constitutional 
principles. They are those of the Prime 
Minister of this country which Lord 
Salisbury declared in the other House 
of Parliament, and yet the right hon. 
Gentleman stated to the House of 
Commons that he had nothing to do 
with it, and the responsibility rested 
alone with the Ministers of the Cape. 
Talk of differences of opinion on this side 
of the House—what do you think of the 
diiferences of opinion in the Cabinet ? 
Contrast what are the doctrines laid 
down by the right hon. Gentleman the 
other night and those stated al:nost at the 
very same moment by the Prime Minister 
in the House of Lords who confuted him 
upon every point. 


Me. J. CHAMBERLAIN: If the right 
hon. Gentleman will allow me, I think 
I can show him that there is no con- 
sistency between those two statements. 


I think the right hon. Gentleman must 


Sir William Harcourt. 
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have misunderstood one or the other, 
The point I was referring to is as I said, 
that the responsible Cape Minister having 
acted as he has acted would have to obtain 
indemnity from his own Parliament 
I was not speaking about martial law 
then, but about his action in the suspen- 
sion of the constitution. Then I under. 
stand my noble friend, in another place, 
said something about an indemnity from 
this Parliament. That could only be 
considered if the indemnity was refused 
by the local Parliament. If indemnity 
was refused by the local Parliament 
then it might become a question for 
themselves. 


*S1r WILLIAM HARCOURT: If any- 
one reads the speech of the Colonial Secre- 
tary on Thursday night and that of the 
Prime Minister on Thursday afternoon, 
in the House of Lords, I can only say if 
he can see any possibility of reconciling 
those two speeches he is much more in- 
genious than I confess I am. Nothing 
could have been more soundly constitu- 
tional than the statement of the Prime 
Minister. A more deliberate refutation 
to what had been said by the Colo- 
nial Secretary could not be imagined. 
The right hon. gentleman challenged 
me to state definitely what was 
the thing that I was contending for. 
The proposition which I contended for— 
and I wish to state it definitely in order 
that the right hon. Gentleman may as- 
sent to it or deny it—I affirm that it is 
not the right, nor is it in the power, of a 
temporary Minister, at his will and plea- 
sure, to supersede the law and suspend the 
Parliament of a self-governing Colony, 
and that it is the right and the duty 
of the Imperial Parliament to protect 
the constitution which they have con- 
ferred against the arbitrary usurpation 
of the executive in the Colony. 1 do not 
know whether he meant it for a taunt 
that | was the representative, I 
hope I am a humble disciple of the 
old Liberal Party, but this is not 
the doctrine of the old Liberal Party 
alone. I thought it was the doe- 
trine of the great constitutional party to 
which no doubt the right hon. Gentle- 
man did not belong by birth, but of which 
he is the naturalised citizen. What sort of 
doctrine is that? As it has been said 
before, it is the doctrine of the Stuarts. 
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This has never been the doctrine of any 
party in this country. The right hon. 
Gentleman thought that the opinions | 
had expressed would be ill received in 
the Colonies, but I don’t believe that at all. 
Ido not believe that our great Colonies 
desire any more than we do that the 
executive should set aside the con- 
trol at their pleasure of Parliament. 
The last thing in the world that 
they would desire would be that a 
Minister of their Colonies should suspend 
their Parliament, set aside their laws, and 
destroy the self-government with which 
they had been endowed. ‘Therefore, Sir, 
in my opnion, before you can make this 
peace, you must re-establish self-govern- 
ment at the Cape. There is no other 
authority at the Cape which can give you 
an opinion or express the desire of the 
Cape upon which you canact. The present 
Minister at the Cape have no such 
authority. Lasked the Colonial Secretary 
theother night when Parliament was to 
meet at the Cape again, and he said 
“When thee is peace.” Yes; but 
ought it not to meet before then, if its 
opinion on the peace is worth having at 
all? Again, you are offering as an 
inducement to the Boers—if you mean 
to offer it—the benefit of English law 
and ultimately of representative institu- 
tions. What will they think of that 
offer with the example of the Cape 
before them, if they are to be at the 
mercy of martial law proclaimed 


by the Executive, and if their repre-| 


sentative institutions may be dispensed 
with as they have been illegally dis- 
pensed with at the Cape? This is one 
of the matters which require to be most 
carefully considered I desire to say, in 
conclusion, that, looking at this matter 
from the beginning to the end, I can 
only feel that the policy of the Govern- 
ment has been a mistaken policy. I do 
not attribute to them—I never have 
attributed to them—evil motives or 
intentions in this matter. I believe it 
has been a mistaken policy, I believe 
that the policy has led to the prolonga- 
tion of this unhappy war, and I can see 
in it nothing that gives promise of a 
durable peace. For that reason I will 
cordially support this Amendment. 


* (6.5.) Mr, ARTHUR ELLIOT (Dur- 
ham) said it appeared to him that, in 
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discussing the constitutional problem, the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Monmouthshire, did not regard the situa- 
tion as it was to-day. The power of the 
Empire in South Africa had been contested. 
The Ministry at the Cape and the Govern- 
ment at home had had to encounter the 
most tremendous, almost overwhelming 
difficulties, and they could not dispose of 
the difficulties that had existed by merely 
referring to constitutional practices which 
ought to be respected. He knew that it 
was a most serious matter to interfere 
with the constitution. He agreed com- 
pletely with what had been said by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Monmouthshire, that it was ab- 
solutely illegal for Ministers on the 
Executive Government to suspend their 
own constitution. But another question 
arose whether under the circumstances of 
the case—the outbreak of a great rebellion 
—it was not the duty of the Ministers of 
the Crown to interfere with the ordinary 
procedure of the coustitution, to act on 
their own consciences more or less, and to 
appeal as they must appeal in the end for 
an Act of Indemnity to the local and 
Imperial legislatures to justify them. 


the King’s Speech. 


* Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT : There 
is one thing which I forgot to say, and 
which I think I ought to say. I meant 
to point out that it was perfectly open to 
theGovernment, according to the condition 
of the country before the time expired, to 
have got Authority from Parliament to 
continue the prorogation to a certain 
period. That would have been perfectly 
legal. 


* Mr. ARTHUR ELLIOT said he 
ventured to think that it was the duty of 
His Majesty’s representative in the Colony 
not only to do what was constitutional 
but to consider what was best under the 
extraordinary circumstances of the time, 
and if under those circumstances it might 
have been injurious to call Parliament 
together, it was their bounden duty not 
to do so. The power of the Imperial 
Parliament ought to be considered more 
than it had been regarded hitherto in the 
discussions which he had _ heard and read. 
Parliament had authority of various kinds. 
He wished to call attention to the duty 
of Parliament in controlling the Imperial 
It was all very well to 
argue about the control of the Colonial 


| Ministry in South Africa, but let the 
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House dismiss subtle legal argument and 
text books and judgments, and let 
them look at the actual glaring facts 
of the case. He had no hesitation 
in stating that at the present 
moment South Africa was governed— 
he did not say wrongly governed— 
absolutely by the War Office in Pall 
Mall, and the Colonial Office in Downing 
Street. Who gave these Departments 
power? The Imperial Parliament gave 
them power, and they were responsible 
for the action of the War Office through 
Lord Kitchener and the action of the 
Colonial Office through the Secretary of 
State and Lord Milner. Irregular trials 
were under certain circumstances 
necessary. He wished to associate 
himself with every word of the ad- 
mirable memorandum written by the 
Attorney General of the Cape Ministry, 
when the question of the institution 
of martial law was being considered. 
He thought it was necessary under the 
circumstances, but he said they should 
take care in instituting martial law that 
every possible precaution was adopted to 
render justice safely administered. That 
responsibility lay on the Imperial Parlia- 
ment in supporting the Executive 
Government of the day. He defied any 
man who felt any responsibility to look 
at the state of affairs in South Africa, 
and not be almost weighed down by the 
difficulties and dangers we had to meet. 
In the circumstances the Amendment 
brought forward by the recognised leaders 
of the Opposition contained the heaviest 
charge that could be brought against the 
Government. The Government were 
charged with prolonging the war because 
of their incompetence, and because they 
had not done their best to secure a safe 
and honourabie peace. But what the 
House had to consider, was the evidence 
that had been brought in support of the 
charge. He had listened to almost 
every word in the debate, but he had 
not heard from the party in Opposition 
any kind of justification for the indict- 
ment. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Forest of Dean was the only 
man who had seriously attempted to 
show the inefficiency of the Government. 
What did his charge amount to? It 
amounted to this, that the Government 
ought to have drille i sufficient troops— 
men apparently well practiced in the art 
of warfare on the veldt. Was that 
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practical politics? The Government had 
had to deal with enormous difficulties, 
They had had to resist a power twenty 
times greater than they expected. He 
was one of those who, fromthe beginning 
disliked the war. He never could see, 
as his hon. friends saw two years ago, 
that war should be resorted to in order 
to establish satisfactory relations in South 
Africa. But the war came upon us, and 
certainly for the steps which finally made 
the war necessary, we were not to blame, 
His view, was that once the war began 
we could not end it with any safety 
but by means of annexation. We might 
use the words annexation, or conquest, 
or subjugation. He did not know that 
there was any desire to force our 
enemies under any unnecessary yoke, 
He preferred the word annexation to 
conquest or subjugation, but for all 
necessary purposes they meant the 
same thing. To him the conquest of 
a brave people was intensely disagree- 
able, but by nine out of ten hon. Members 
in this House the policy of annexation 
had been accepted. Md 

What justification was there for the 
charge against the Government of 
refusing to welcome a possible peace? 
He said there was none. He had been 
a little puzzled by some of the things 
said here by his right hon. friend 
opposite, in regard to the speech of the 
Colonial Secretary. Never since he had 
been in this House had he heard a 
speech more worthy of admiraton. 
Moderate in tone, it was also moderate 
in demands, with an entire absence 
of vindictiveness. He had heard the 
right hon. Gentleman say that it was 
impossible, after a year and a half, to 
go back precisely to the terms which 
had been discussed between General 
Botha and Lord Kitchener. But the 
right hon. Gentleman also stated—and 
he thought this a very remarkable and 
important part of his statement—that 
though in detail there might be a 
difference, yet in substance and in spirit 
the Government stood now where they 
had stood then. The language which 
the Colonial Secretary used proved that 
he and all the Government with him 
felt—as indeed as statesmen they should 
feel—that they had a real desire to 
come to a rational settlement and peace- 
ful relations with the Boers. Who could 
say that unconditional surrender was 
really involved between ourselves and 
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the Boers in the negotiations between 
General Botha and Lord Kitchener ? 
That was after Lord Roberts’ time. 
He had never felt that there was any 
mystery about the matter, because the 
Boers were not willing to accept that 
which we demanded. It was absolutely 
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necessary that they should accept annexa- | 


tion if only for the safety of the British 
flag. Then, as to unconditional surrender, 
he admitted in fairness, that his right hon. 


friend opposite had considerable justifi- | 


cation in stating that uneonditional sur- 
render was asked for in the telegraphed 
speech of the Prime Minister of Cape 
Colony. He kad read that speech; but 
it was rather hard to discuss a speech 
summarised by telegraph. 


Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT: It is a 
summary of a former speech in the Blue- 
book. 


*Mr. ARTHUR ELLIOT said that the 
telegraphed summary of the speech 
only appeared in the newspapers a 
few days ago. But they were not 
here discussing what was said by the 
Cape Premier. They were here to deal 
with the views and policy of the Imperial 
Government. Suppose that there was 
any difference between them, he turned 
from the speech of the Prime Minister of 
Cape Colony to that of the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies, and all through 
the latter there was not a single note of 
insisting upon unconditional surrender. 
The right hon. Gentleman asked for some 
security, for some authority to make 
peace, and beyond that he did not go. 
A speech of that kind, admirable in tone, 
was bound to be read by all sorts and con- 
ditions of people—by bitter opponents 
and keen friendsinthis country,by bitter 
opponents on the continent of Europe, by 
the loyalists throughout South Africa, 
and ultimately, he did not doubt, by the 
Boers themselves. That speech would 
be read with advantage by all sections. 
It held out an open way to settlement: 
to those who agreed to annexation a 
great hope. A great deal had been said | 
by those who maintained that it was) 
quite certain the Boers would never | 
consent to annexation. He admired the | 
Boers. ‘Their courage, he thought, was | 
magnificent. It might be true that! 


their case was hopeless; but on the! 
other hand, the independence of one’s 


{21 January 1902} 





502 


the King’s Speech. 


country was worth fighting for. All 
that a man could do was to die for his 
country. Although it might be much 
wiser and better even for his country if 
he should submit to the inevitable, he 
did not blame the Boers who preferred 
to die for their national independance. 
There was the remarkable letter of Reitz 
| on behalf of the Transvaal Government, 
who, after describing the continual 
surrenders, the lost ammunition, the 
weakening of the authority of the Gov- 
ernment, said he was prepared to con- 
sider the question of absolute surrender. 
The answer to that letter by President 
Steyn was equally remarkable. He said 
that ‘“‘for the time being we cannot 
think of giving in.” When two repre- 
sentative men wrote in these terms, was 
it unreasonable to expect the Boers 
would not persist in their struggle? He 
held that it was possible, they might 
find that it was best to submit to the 
inevitable. 


Another remark fell from the right 
hon. the Colonial Secretary, which gave 
him extreme satisfaction. Accounts of 
continual political executions were hate- 
ful reading. He, himself, thought that 
they might have been unavoidable, but 
they were intensely disagreeable to every 
Englishman. The remark made by the 
Colonial Secretary was that not one 
single man had been executed for treason 
or rebellion. Now, the time would come 
when those words would be one of our 
great stand-byes in asking the good-will 
of the Dutch people in South Africa. 
If we could say that no single man 
had been sent to execution in con- 
sequence of his treason or rebellion, 
we should have done something, not only 
to show the power, but the spirit, which 
animated the British Empire, and the 
time would come when we should make 
that a proud boast. He believed that the 
Boers would yet be able to see, that in 
some respects we had behaved to them 
with something like generosity ; and that 
would redound to our credit. He felt 
that throughout we had under-estimated 
the difficulties we had to deal with, and 
had not realized what a vast under- 
taking we had embarked on in conquer- 
ing the two Republics. It was very easy 
to be wise after the event, but he 
maintained that we were only able 
to accomplish the task of conquering 
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such a race by modern  develope- | little difference between one side of the 
ments, modern methods, and modern! House and the other. The remarkable 
means of communication. But there | division of the previous night had shown, 
lay before the country another task | that as far as regarded English and 
not less difficult of accomplishment than | Scottish Members, they were almost 
that with which they had been engaged unanimous in the support they were 
for the last two years, viz., that of build- | prepared to give for the successful prose- 
ing up again free-government through- cution of the war. That unanimity 
out South Africa. At present, of course, was a good omen. Everybody must see 
there was no free government there; it that upon that issue the country had 
was inconsistent with the present state; made up its mind. They would have 
of things. What we had to do was to troubles again—he did not wish to bea 
tax every nerve and power we possessed prophet of evil—but he did not see why, 
to win: that was the condition prece-| with patience and perseverance, and 
dent to making any progress whatever. | above all, with time, they should not 
Really free constitutional Government | really build up again something like 
was impossible until re-establishment of | prosperity and free constitutional govern- 


peace. But when peace had been re- 
established, the difficulties before us 
would still be immense. Every possible 
act of generosity towards the Boers that 
we could perform, consistently with our 
main end, would be not only right in 
itself, but wise in the matter of policy, 
because ultimately South Africa could 
not be in a satisfactory condition until 
the two nations, Dutch and British, 
worked together again. He would indeed 
be in despair did he not think it possible 
that, after a time—it might be a long 
time—the races would mix again. There 
was no reason why they should not come 
together again unless there remained the 
terrible feeling of animosity, which 
must be excited by such a war. He 
hoped the war portion of the trouble 
was coming to its close, and it would be 
for statesmen in the future to decide 
how to make good come out of evil. He 
was glad something had been done in 
the direction of bringing back the 
mining population. That was necessarily 
the first step towards restoring the 
industries of that part of the world. 
But that, after all, was a very small part 
of the question. The gold mines in two 


or three years might be flourishing | 


again, but he was thinking more particu- 
larly of the wide area formerly inhabited 
by the agricultural population, He 
hoped they might live to see some pro- 
gress made in the restoration of peace 
and prosperity even in the rural districts 
of South Africa. If anything had been 
established by the debate on the Amend- 
ment before the House, it was that upon 
the main business in hand—that of 
finishing the war—there was really very 
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' ment in South Africa. 


| *(6.35) Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhamp- 
‘ton, S.): I ask the indulgence of the 
| House for a short time, with less relue- 
‘tance, as this is the first occasion on 
‘which I have opened my lips on the 
subject of the war since I have been a 
| Member of this House. Some of us, on 
' this side of the House, are in a somewhat 
‘embarrassing position, and our attitude 
/may be open to misunderstanding. It 
'is difficult enough for any Member to 
form a final opinion on this grave 


‘question; it is hardly less difficult 
‘for some of us to be allowed 
|to hold that opinion when we 


have formed it. There are newspapers 
/which know more about our opinions 
than we know ourselves. There are 
political enemies who are posing a8 
'friends. There are even political friends 
acting—I will not say, as enemies, but 
‘at any rate, as very severe critics. 
| Therefore, in order that one in whose 
| Liberalism Imperialism is inherent, may 
explain why he proposes to support this 
| Amendment, I think I shall not ask in 
| vain for the indulgence of the House. 

The Amendment consists of two parts. 
|In the first place, it declares that those 
who vote for it are prepared to support 
all proper measures for the effective 
prosecution of the war in South Africa. 
I, for my part, have voted for every 
supply in connection with the war from 
the beginning, and I shall continue to 
do so to the end, for the simple reason 
that I see no other course open to 4 
patriotic citizen when his country is thus 
at war, and because, from the beginning, 
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of a different character. 
‘that those who go into the lobby in its | 
suppert are of opinion that the course | 
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I have never been able to see any issue|if not an act of mutiny. Then, when 


but one to the struggle. 


The second part of the Amendment is 
It declares 


pursued by the Government has not 


-conduced to the early termination of the 


war. That, in my opinion, is a truism. 


Not only is it my opinion, but it appears | 


to be the almost universal opinion. 
There is hardly an organ of public 


opinion in the country, either of the 
daily or of the periodical press, from which 


it would not be possible to quote the 
severest criticisms, amounting in many 
cases to denunciations of the Govern- 
nent, for not having pursued a course 
conducive to the early termination of 


the war. From Zhe Times alone, the 
principal supporter of the Govern- 
ment, a perfect arsenal of argu- 


ments and criticisms could be culled 
in support of this Amendment. These 
criticisms rest upon bases so familiar that 
I could not think of wearying the House 
by recapitulating them. I will, however, 
mention in the briefest possible manner, 
a few of the reasons why the Government 
deserves censure for its conduct of the 
war. It began by neglecting the warn- 
ings addressed to it by the Intelligence 
Department ; it scorned the expert and 
technical advice and offer of assistance 


in all human probability have saved 1,000 
lives. It then declared that the kind of 
troops it preferred were unmounted, not 
—this is my personal opinion—because 


its military advisers thought mounted | 


troops would not be required, but because 
an early end to the war was anticipated, 
and unmounted troops were the less 
expensive. 


military expert has pointed out that 
the Government failed to keep up a due 
supply of reinforcements. It forwarded 
to the front rifles which were wrongly 
sighted, and it allowed the reserve of 
cartridges four months after the war 
commenced to sink to 3,300. Even when 
men had been to the front and returned, 
it failed to pay them until grave dissatis- 
faction was expressed, and, on one occasion, 
it did not pay the men until it was com- 


pelled by what was virtually a threat, | Boers 


light 
placed at its disposal by the hon. Members | . 
for the Ilkeston Division of Derbyshire— | 
advice which, if it had been accepted, would | 


The troops were sent to the 


luglio ney ce age lige 5 | we have for a long time been told by the 


|most influential speakers on behalf of 
ithe Government, that the Boers were 


| disasters had occurred, it invited one of 
‘its own generals to tamper with his 


dispatches—and failed. 


THE FIRST LORD or Tue TREAS- 
URY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): Monstrous ! 


*Mr. NORMAN: All this is ancient 
history. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Hear, hear. 


*Mr. NORMAN: I am glad the right 
hon. Gentleman admits it is ancient 
history. In proof of the truth of these 
charges, we had the remarkable state- 
ment of the hon. and gallant Member 
for the Isle of Wight, who, last night, 
positively informed us that after the 
Government had been at war for 14 or 15 
months the enemy were in a stronger 
position than we were,implying that we very 
narrowly indeed escaped a grave Imperial 
disaster. The concluding portion of the 
Amendment deals with the settlement and 
the establishment of a durable peace. 
This opens up a very long vista of possible 
discussion into which I shall not go. I 
desire to mention only one or two points. 
First, with regard to this now famous 
proclamation of banishment — one of 
those which we scattered with such a 
heart, galloping through the 
country in the manner described by 
the hon. Baronet the Member for 
Berwick. That proclamation stands self- 
condemned. It was of use only as a 
threat to induce the enemy to surrender. 
f it had succeeded in doing that, it 
would have been justified, but being a 
failure, it is self-condemned, and Lord 
Rosebery’s demand that it should be 
withdrawn, is merely a piece of ordinary 
logic. 

With regard to the terms of peace, 


familiar with the terms of peace. The 


| Home Secretary said so; the Chancellor 
|of the Exchequer said so; the Duke 
‘of Devonshire was not quite sure 
whether it was so or not, but the Chan- 
'cellor of the Exchequer, he said, was a 
| very accurate gentleman, and if he said 


so, no doubt it was true. Suppose the 
had taken these influential 


U2 
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speakers at their word, and had acted 


on the assumption that the terms of | 
peace were before them, what would 


they have been met with? I presume 
they would have been met with the 
speech of the Colonial Secretary last 


night, and the right hon. gentleman | 
would have said to them “You think | 
of amity, and unknown and unsuspected 


you know the terms of peace, but you 
are very much mistaken: they have 
worsened very considerably.” Why 
have those terms been altered for the 
worse? Because they were originally 
unstatesmanlike, or would have placed 
us in a dangerous position in South 
Africa, or were unjust? Is it for any 
reason of that sort? Not at all. As 
far as I was able to follow the right 
hon. Gentleman’s speech, they had been 
altered—I hope I do the right hon. 
Gentleman no injustice; it is very far 
from my intention to do so—as a 
punishment. The Boers did not accept 
them when they could have had them; 
now, if they want them they shall not 
have them. I cannot put any other 
interpretation upon the statement of the 
right hon. Gentleman, as the only explan- 
ation he gave us was that it would be 
bad policy to allow the Boers to think they 


could have now the terms they refused | 


in the first instance. The Colonial 
Secretary also said that if anybody on 
this side of the House could suggest 
a better method of bringing the 
war toa conclusion, he would be happy 
to adopt it. That is looking at the 
Amendment from the wrong point of 
view. This is not a piece of constructive 


policy that we are offering to the Govern- | 


ment; it isa voteof censure. Weare look- 
ing at the past, and it is on account of their 
past inefficiency that we are going into 
the lobby, whether we be many or few, 
to censure the Government. My chief 
encouragement in taking that step is the 
simple fact that to me the British Empire 
is infinitely the most important im- 
personal consideration on earth, and it is 
just because I believe that by their 
inefficiency on the material side and their 
grave falling short in what we may call 
the moral issues of the war, they have 
done, among many services, great dis- 
services to the cause of the best kind of 
Imperialism — an Imperialism which 
makes the highest appeal to all at home 
and abroad—that I shall certainly go 


Mr. Norman. 
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into the lobby in support of this Amend- 
ment. 


(6.47.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) said the last speaker had stated 
that the Amendment under discussion 
was a vote of censure, but as the debate 
proceeded it appeared rather to be a bond 


accordances had been disclosed. The 
Colonial Secretary had shown complete 
accordance between his policy and that 
of Lord Rosebery and the Liberal 
Imperialists, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Monmouth- 
shire had to-day made an attempt to 
show agreement between himself and 
Lord Rosebery, in which attempt he 
had succeeded as well as did the Colonial 
Secretary on the previous day. In fact, 
it seemed almost as if there was a con- 
tention between the Colonial Secretary 
and the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouthshire for 
the possession of Lord Rosebery or his 
opinions. In the present state of extra- 
ordinary flux and change in political 
parties and political opinions, some of 
the new Members of the House might 
look forward to the time when they 
would see the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouthshire, the 
Colonial Secretary and Lord Rosebery 
forming part of one and the same 
Government, with the right hon. 


‘Gentleman the present Leader of the 


House relegated to the cold shades of 
Opposition. 

If the Amendment under discussion 
simply declared discontent with the 
military conduct of the war on the part 
of His Majesty’s Government, he knew 
perfectly well that it would represent the 
opinions of a large number of people out- 
side the House, and a considerable num- 
ber of Members even on his own side of 
the House would find a difficulty in 
voting against it. But it did nothing of 
the kind. It was a tame half-hearted 
Amendment, intended to rope in every- 
body, and fated as usual to secure the 
support of nobody. It was not an 
Amendment which the House could 
really seriously consider. He would 
rather have had one drawn up in the 
style of the right hon. Member for 
West Monmouthshire; he would have 
known what tosay, and the House would 
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have had before it a definite proposition. 
The country had not been satisfied, 
and many Members of the House were 


not satisfied, with the military conduct | 


of the war by the Government. There 
had been proclamations which neither 
frightened nor persuaded; there had 


been Yeomanry who could neither shoot | 


nor ride ; the best material in the world, 
of which the British Army was com- 
posed, had been frittered away in 
attempts to make into soldiers men 
who had not had any opportunity of 
training; and, above all, the British 
Navy, one of our most potent engines 
for preventing supplies reaching the 
Boers, not only had not been used for 
that purpose, but, as Lord Kitchener 
himself admitted, had been prevented 
from being used, with very serious results. 

He was sorry not to see the right 
hon. Gentleman the President of the 
Board of Agriculture in his place, as 
he desired to call attention to some 
of the speeches he had made during the 
recess. On the 17th October last, the 
right hon. Gentleman ridiculed a sug- 
gestion which he (the hon. Member) 
had made, that it was advisable that 
Cabinet Councils should occasionally 
be held in times of emergency, and 


contended that to hold Cabinet Councils | 


would be to suggest that the Cabinet 


were not united, and that would be a. 


very evil thing. But, as a matter of 
fact, a few days after the suggestion was 
male, the Prime Minister left Beaulieu, 
and Cabinet Councils were held. But 
he particularly desired to quote the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
with regard to the military conduct of 
the war. In the speech the right hon. 
Gentleman said— 


‘‘Our Departments must be overhauled. 
No Government could be trusted by the people 
which did not put War Office reform in the 
very forefront of its programme. We could not 
afford to be caught unprepared. . . . We must 
see that we had a real army, and that in pro- 
motion favouritism had no voice whatever. 
We had got to put anend to any system by 
which smart ladies of society or anybody except 
these who were alone capable of judging an 
officer’s merits should have a voice in promo- 
tion.” 


Then, in a speech on the 4th November, 
he said— 
‘« There was a good deal too much of a ten- 


dency on both sides to hush up things that were 
going wrong, and not to trace the responsibility 


home, as it ought to be traced.” 
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In those statements he saw the spirit of 
the associate of years gone by; there he 
_saw the candour of the man who was 
not insensible to the demerits and failings 
even of his own Government, and pre- 
sumably, of himself as a member of it. 
He hoped that in the Cabinet Councils, 
which, after all, were held, the right hon. 
Gentleman was able to assist the Govern- 
ment to come to a conclusion as to 
whether we had a real army, whether it 
was Managed in its promotion by favour- 
itism and the influence of fine ladies, and 
whether there was too much of a ten- 
dency to hush things up, and, if such 
things were found to be, he trusted 
proper steps had been taken to put an 
end to them. 

Undoubtedly, as an able correspondent 
in The Times said, the Government, 
in their military conduct of the war, had 
alternated between an incurable optimism 
and spasms of pained surprise when 
things were not going aright. They did 
not really apprehend that there was a 
serious war. The First Lord of the 
Treasury had stated that nobody ever 
supposed that the war would be of 
the grave and serious nature it had 
turned out to be. He did not know 
whether the right hon. Gentleman read 
his (the hon. Member’s) speeches, but 
long ago he assured the House that the 
war was the most serious undertaking 
in gwhich this country had ever been 
engaged, and that, in consequence of the 
extent of the territory and the length of 
the lines of communication, we should 
have a more difficult task than in any 
previous campaign. He had also ven- 
tured to predict that if the War Office 
remained as it had always been within 
living memory and beyond, we should, 
in all probability, have reverses and 
disasters. But then, as now, in spite of 
all, he had urged that we must persevere 
to the end, and bring about an effective 
and lasting peace. Therefore, his withers 
were unwrung when the right hon. 
Gentleman said that nobody expected 
the war to bea long and serious one. 


It would not suffice to blame for the 
prolongation of the war the encourage- 
ment given to the Boers by the people 
called pro-Boers. Of course there was 
always a tendency on the part of Ministers 
| to treat critics as though they were 
| enemies of their country, but it was quite 
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possible to criticise the Ministry, and yet | Not at all; negotiations continued, and 
retain some degree of patriotism. The|terms were agreed and sent home. 
same thing occurred on a former occasion, | Those terms commanded the assent of 
when Lord Chatham protested against the Lord Kitchener —the man above all 
imposition of taxes upon America, and | others whom he would have trusted ; and 
defended the Americans for resisting them. | of Lord Milner—the man above all otherg 
The famous George Grenville said on that | whom the Government should be pre 


occasion— |pared to trust. The statesman who, 


“The seditious spirit of the Colonies owes | under these conditions, undertook to. 


its birth to the factions in the House. CGentle- | 


alter terms so arrived at, incurred the 
men are careless of the consequences of what | itd Dil; h 
they say, provided it answers the purposes of | 8ravest possible responsibility. But that 


Opposition.” | was what the Colonial Secretary did, and. 


[Ministerial cheers]. Some hon. Members | he must call attention to the way In which 
cheered that statement, but he would the right hon. Gentleman didit. The 
remind them that Lord Chatham, who! proposed terms were received on March 
originated the debate, immediately replied | 3rd, and on March 6th the right hon. 


in these words— Gentleman, without any consultation: 


‘*J rejoice that America has resisted. Three with the Cabinet, sent out alterations 
millons of people so dead to all the feelings of which, in his (the hon. Member 8) opinion, 
liberty as voluntarily to submit to be slaves | changed the letter from an offer of 
pe paging fit instruments to make slaves terms which might be agreed to, 
““eggpetee —" dist tims letter of further exasperation, 

6 — yr 1: ny “y or Hie which was impossible of acceptation by 
pro-Boers, or the speeches of all the the Boers. How were those alterations 
Leaders of all the Oppositions, that had | made 4 They were made without any 


encouraged the Boers to remain in the consultation of the Cabinet ; that was. 


field He had never known a speech to obvious, because there was no Cabinet 
turn a single vote in the House, and to Council on the day the right hon. Gentle- 
expect Members to believe that one man sent themout. The right hon. Gentle- 
specch, or many speeches, would induce man received the terms on March the 3rd, 
men to face ruin and death, and that the alterations were sent out on March 6th, 
nothing else would avail, was really and on the 7th of March there was a 
taking advantage of the simplicity of Cabinet Council. He thought it was 


human nature. unfortunate that the right hon. Gentleman | 


But whatever the cause of the con- did not wait twenty-four hours ana consult 
tinuance of the war might be, the his colleagues in the Cabinet before he 


struggle must certainly be prosecuted to made those alterations. There might be: 


theend. The business of the Government, some explanation, but he had not seen it, 


from the moment of the delivery of the nor could he imagine it. There was one- 


Boer ultimatum and the invasion of our point of great importance which the right 
territories, was to conduct the war with hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secretary 
the utmost vigour, and, if opportunity made. He was glad to note the con- 
offered, to pursue peace with the utmost ciliatory tone in which the Colonial 
generosity. Neither of those things had Secretary spoke last night, and the 
been done as completely as he should readiness he expressed to accept overtures 
have wished. Take the negotiations| from the Boers. But the right hon. 
between Lord Kitchener and General , Gentleman then suggested that there = 
Botha. They had been told again and | "0 authority with whom it could a 
again that the Boers would not negotiate | possible for England to oes adie 
for peace except on the basis of independ- 2t going too far in saying ee bearer 
ence. The account of the negotiations | the right hon. Gentlemen ha Ge re = 
in the Blue-book absolutely negatived them all. The right hon. - -s ' 
such a statement. There was an express | asked, Was Kruger such an authori 4 
condition, made before Botha and No; because he had oe 1 : We 
Kitchener met, that independence was 8°V°T™8 authority of the Transvaal. 


not to be the basis of settlement. When é ' 
they met, Botha tried hard to get some | to Europe, having noGovernmentauthority 
form of independence recognised, but it | in the Transvaal, save such as their advice 


was refused. Did that stop negotiations? gave. Had the two Governments of the: 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 





_and his friends over here wete a deputation: 
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Transvaal and the Orange Free State any | much doubted whether we would get 
authority ? No, said the right hon. | very much good out of it if we did, but 
Gentleman, because they were per- until our sovereignty was recognised and 
ambulating Governments. He (the hon. | there had been a complete transfer of 
Member) did not think that was sufficient | sovereignty either through right of 
reason for saying that there was no govern- | conquest or some other means, we could 
ing authority. King David was once a not doso. Every student of history also 
perambulating Government. Then the| knew that, whenever a statesman of 
right hon Gentleman asked, Would it be | capacity, intelligence, and knowledge of 
possible for any general in the field to act | life and of men, had conquered another 
as such an authority ? How could they say country, he had always found it necessary 
that Botha had not sufficient authority to to make a pact of peace with that other 
enable the Government totreat with him, | country, and if he could not find a 
in view of the fact that he had already Government with which to make it he 
been in conference with Lord Kitchener had, to use Lord Rosebery’s phrase, 
on the question of terms, and that a “fabricated” a Government. That was 
copy of the revised terms of the Govern- exactly what took place in 1814, when 
ment had been sent to him? But, apart the Allies entered Paris. He held it to 
from that, the regularly constituted Gov- be of the utmost importance that this 
ernment of the Transvaal, to whom the! Government should not allow itself to 
Executive authority had been regu- drift into the position of relying for their 
larly delegated, were Acting-President authority in the Transvaal upon the right 
Schalk Burger and President Steyn. of conquest, that they should receive an 
These countries were not ours yet. offer of negotiations from the Boers, and 
We were in occupation, but we had not that they should come to some pact of 
completed our conquest, much less had peace with them and not rely on the mere 
we established sovereignty. Therefore | effluxion of time. Were the Boers ready to 
Schalk Burger and Steyn were perfectly to make overtures of peace‘ He asked 
competent authorities to negotiate with. the question of the right hon. Gentleman 


If it were true that there were no up- the Colonial Secretary on the previous 


standing authority with whom we could 4a, but the right hon. Gentleman did not 

negotiate terms of peace, then the case | #Ppear to understand it from the answer 

seemed to be perfectly helpless and he first gave. He (Mr. Bowles) had 

hopeless ; but it was not so. The reason | quoted the statement of Mr. Sobalic 

why he thought it was extremely | Burger, styling himself ‘ Acting State 

important that we should come together President of the South African Republic, 

and make a pact was this. The only 1 which he said— 

other way by which we could establish , ‘‘ We all long for peace, and I can assure your 
ene ie the Teamevend woodd bs be viet xcellency I shall do everything I can to bring 

A Y TIS’ | about that peace.” 

of conquest. Every student of the law | 4.4 then further on— 

of nations knew that nothing was so | 


iffic : : “This Government is now discussing the 
difficult to establish as the right of | desirability of sending in a joint proposal for 


conquest. It must involve complete | peace to your Excellency’s Government.” 


subjugation. There must not be so much | And he asked the right hon. Gentle- 


as a man or a mouse in arms against | 
them. In addition to that, there must be | aac easy eigenen vost — 
the lapse of a certain time, to show that | °Prember tro g 


the conquest, even if complete, was main- | Kitchener had been followed by any 
tained. That was a very long and ver further communication to the effect 
uncomfortable process to face. But the | suggested by those bene — = 
Transvaal was not a black man’s country, Lord Kitchener or to His Majesty's 

Government through any other channel, 


with no laws and no system and no! . : lied 
complicated interests. It was a country | and the right hon. Gentleman replied, 


where there were highly complicated | “ No, Sir, not that I am aware of. 

interests, and consequently a country in| The same answer, almost in the same 
which we required our sovereignty to | terms, had been given by the Prime 
be completely established, and until then | Minister in another place in answer to a 
we had not got to the end of our | similar question. It was remarkable that 
trouble. We might require to charge | the Colonial Secretary should not be 
the revenues of the Transvaal. He very | aware of any overtures, if any had been 
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made. He suspected that they had been | England on account of the South African 
made in an indirect way; he did ae | tanto be did not think it would out- 
know whether the Foreign Office might | last six weeks of war; but if it did, and 
be aware of them or not, but he pre-| the worst came to the worst, he should 
sumed, if overtures had not been received. | not be afraid of it, because every man 
those overtures might be expected, and | who went to South Africa had to go by 
he earnestly trusted that when they | sea, and England could hold the seas to 
came they might be entertained. : |such purpose that the European Powers 
| would find it very difficult to effect a 
landing on English shores. It was not 
| the absolute intervention of one Power, 
or more than one, that he was afraid of ; 


He would make one plain, if crude,sug- 
gestion—that the Government should 
themselves make up their minds as to 
the exact definite terms that they would : 
grant to the Boers, and that they should but what he did fear was the effect that 
let those terms be known. The great | the announcement of such a combination 
difficulty was the question of the Cape |would have upon a timid Foreign 
rebels. On the one hand, the Govern- | Minister, confronted by it in _ his 
ment mightgrantthemcompleteamnesty, closet, and called upon to make con- 
and the other hand, they might exact the cessions to avoid it. 2 W hat he — afraid 
extreme penalty of the law by having | of was the sort of timidity which made 
them hung, drawn and quartered. He | Lord Salisbury withdraw from ro 
thought no man would entertain the idea | ATthur, and which caused ag pe 
of going to either of those extremities. | ment to abandon the right of search, 


In justice to the loyal subjects at the practically, over all German mail 
Cape, we could not give complete steamers between Delogoa Bay and 
amnesty on the one hand, and on the Ser with a Pt that a 
other hand, it was impossible to exact the. menener COMPprnined even HOW Of THe 
extreme penalty of the law, and he intercourse that was held between the 
” ’ + r 

thought that somewhere between those Boers and Europe. We had seen 
two points there was a point at which a how, when our cruisers had captured the 

; “ ‘ ” . me ene 
compromise could be arrived at which ws realy pe eanmene of con 
a reasonable Government might adopt. traband of war, Lord Salisbury 8 timidity 
His suggestion was that the Govern- induced him to ya ag 9 — 
ment should make uptheir mind how far that the ship should be released, with- 
they would go between amnesty and | Out even seeing whether contraband of 
the other extreme, and having arrived | ¥@T W8 00 board or not. That was the 
at that point, let the Boers and 80rt of influence he was afraid of, and 


all the world know it. His belief was he confessed a he had been - se 
that with definite conditions like relieved eo sayer y ptr oallsa reap tee 
that the Government would have °"° member of the omy who knew 
a far better chance of coming to terms how to stand “ and speak his mind "4 
with the Boers. a plain way to'toraign poopie. if Lor 
, Salisbury had too much suavity and too 

He did earnestly trust that the |jttle backbone, the Co'onial Secretary 
war might now be soon over, for had too much backbone and too little 
he was convinced that, as long as it suavity, and he would rather have the 
lasted, it exposed this country to a very |atter fault than the former. The latter 
serious and a very important danger. faylt was what we wanted in these 
He had already told the House that it days, and he did not know how much 
was within his own knowledge that, inte we might not want it in the 
during the continuance of this war, fyture. Take the case of Germany, 
several attempts had been made to get where was released the ‘* Herzog” 
up a European combination against without being searched, although she was 
England. The right hon. Gentleman ‘suspected of having on board contra- 
opposite said that he did not like isola-| hand of war. Our cruisers were 
tion, and he confessed that he did not | deprived of the prize money, and what 
share the fears expressed by him. If| gratitude did we get from Germany $ 
the combination that he had spoken of | The obscene inventions of a scrofulous 
were made—he meant a combination of Press. Those German people who talked 
European States to declare war against | to us in this way should not forget that 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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-at the time of the first development of | 
the Prussian monarchy, it was England | 
We had a right to 
expect the same courteous and con- | 
German | 


that saved it. 


siderate treatment from the 
nation as we had from other nations. 


The Kaiser’s telegram of 1896 stated | 


that— 


“In the event of a conflict with England in 
Africa we should have had to rely solely upon 
our own strength. From the perception of 
this fact a conscientious Government was 
bound to draw its own conclusions, and we 
drew our own conclusions.” 


He hoped that Count von Biilow’s avowal 
could not be interpreted to mean that if 
she had not had to rely only on her own 
strength Germany would have gone to 
war with us. But despite the slackness, 
the want of interest in the war, and the 
want of determination too often evinced 
by the Government, at last, to use the 
words of Frederick the Great, England 


had “‘ been in travail, and brought forth | 


aman.” 


(7.24.) Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE 
(Bristol, E.): The hon. Member opposite 
has dwelt upon the want of preparation 
and other shortcomings of the Govern- 
ment, and he has so eloquently portrayed 
them that at all events he has proved the 
absolute justification of this Amendment 
being put forward. I think it is a very 
curious thing that, with the single ex- 
ception of the Member for Durham, there 
is not a single speech from the Benches 
opposite from which, if it had been listened 
to by an impartial person, that person 
would not have concluded that thespeaker 
was going into the lobby in favour of the 
Amendment moved by the hon. Member 
for Prestwich. If any other justification 
was needed for the Amendment which 
had been put forward, I would point to a 
speech made by the Colonial Secretary 
last night as the first public declaration 
of the policy of the Government with 
Which we have been favoured for the last 
year. It is almost exactly a year ago 
since a similar speech upon a similar oc- 
casion was made by the Colonial 
Secretary, and I cannot but feel gratified 


tothe mover and seconder of this Amend- | 


ment that the declaration made in such 


moderate language should have been | 
| 


made by the Colonial Secretary. In 


early every speech made on this or the 
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other side of the House that has been 
worthy of the occasion, there has been a 
very noticeable difference between those 
utterances and the speeches which have 
been made during the recess in the 
country. Take the question of amnesty. 
We have been told for the first time au- 
thoritatively that a large libera! policy of 
amnesty is to be observed towards those 
not actually leaders of the Boer forces. 
When the right hon. Gentleman the 


the King’s Speech. 


Member for Stirling talked about amnes- 


ty in the recess there was a how! of exe- 
eration from the Government and from 
the speakers representing Government 
The marked difference of tone 
between the speeches then and now is a 
gratifying feature of the situation. 


Just for one moment I want to refer to 
the speeches of those hon. Gentlemen who 
have preceded me in this debate. The hon. 
Member for Central Sheffield and the hon. 
Member for Oldham both drew attention 
to the grievous deficiency of the troops 
in the field. The hon. Member for 
Oldham talked of the strong necessity 
for employing native troops, but, difficult 
as the situation in South Africa may be, 
I do not think we should be justified in 
carrying out this suggestion. The hon. 
Member for Oldham talked about the 
terrible state of affairs in South Africa, 
and the constant under-estimation by 
the Government of their difficulties, both 
now and in the past, and the hon, 
Member announced his sincere hope 
that we might eventually arrive at a 
settlement by compromise, as distin- 
guished from the policy of the Colonial 
Secretary. All this makes up such a 
chorus of criticism from the Benches 
opposite as to amply justify the usual 
form of procedure upon the gracious 
Speech from the Throne being tollowed 
in this case, by having an Amendment 
moved and supported by the whole 
official strength of this side. Whatever 
else the Amendment has done, it has at 
least shown unanimity and unity on 
these Benches, and it has shown want 
of unanimity and unity on the Benches 
opposite. There is not a single hon. 
Member who has spoken upon this 
side of the House who has not spoken 
in support, not only of the language, 
but of the spirit of the Amendment, 
There is not a single hon. Member op- 
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posite, except the hon. Member for 
Durham, who has spoken in this debate, 
who has not criticised the past action of 
the Government and criticised their fu- 
ture proposals, and then has ended his 
speech by declaring that he is going to 
support the Government. This, I think, 
betrays a want of sympathy on the part 
of the supporters of the Government 
with their leaders, andI hope that in the 
future they will cease to tax us with a 
similar failing. 

Just fora moment or two I wish to 
touch upon one or two points which 
have been mentioned in the recent Blue- 
book. 


which has been alluded to before in this 


debate, in connection with the spirit of | 


resentment which may be presumed to 
exist amongst the Dutch population, 
both in the Transvaal and in the Cape, 
as against the Anglo-Saxon race in that 
part of the world. It has been shown 
that upon one occasion it has been em- 
phasised and at another time it has been 
minimised by the Government. I should 
like to get some information as to the 
writer of the letter and the person to 
whom that letter was addressed. The 
letter is quoted in the recent Blue-book 
as emanating from a Member of the 
Volksraad and addressed to a Member of 
the Cape Assembly. In that letter it is 


pointed out that it was the object of the | 


Dutch to drive the English from South 


Africa, and, almost side by side with that, | 


one sees communications from the Boer 
exiles at St. Helena, Ceylon, and Ber- 
muda, expressing their willingness to 
fight on behalf of the English forces 
against their own friends. Which is the 
right interpretation of the spirit exist- 
ing among the Dutch? Is it a spirit 
of deep and widespread hostility, or 


a readiness to accept the inevitable, | 
new | 
We ought to know author. | 


and to fall into line with the 
érgime ? 
itatively which is the prevailing sen- 
timent, because you can quote the 
one or the other in support of the policy 
of the Government. This is not dealing 
fairly with the House, and unless you 
rightly arrive at that sentiment, it will 
be an obstacle in the future settlement 
at the Cape. 

There is one suggestion Ishould like 
to make in connection with this future 
settlement. In the report made by 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse. 
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(Lord Milner on 15th November, he 
'tells us that the British refugees 


There is a very curious episode, | 





/must be permitted to return to the 
| Transvaal and the Orange River Colony 
| before the Boer prisoners can be allowed 
|to go back, and he adds that there will 
| be abundance of work for those refugees 
‘to find employment. I would suggest 
that one of the best ways of putting an 
‘end to the present hostilities would be 
|to create a civil population out of sym. 
|pathy with the war. We know from 
‘the reports of the Commander-in-Chief 
that considerable districts in the Trans- 
|vaal, by means of blockhouses, have 
been cleared absolutely, or practically 
entirely cleared, of the enemy. I would 
| suggest that instead of employing some 
of these reconciled burghers in the prison 
camps to fight against their fellow 
/countrymen, they should be permitted 
‘to return safely to the Transvaal and 
the Orange River Coleny, and there 
allowed to enter upon the cultivation of 
the land, the produce of which is abso- 
lutely necessary for the maintenance of 
the British refugees when they do return. 
This consideration to the Boer prisoners 
is not incompatible with the return of 
the British refugees. The British refu- 
gees will go to the towns, and the Boer 
prisoners to the country. I think we 
may well calculate that the sight of 
constant employment and British |abour 
and industry in the towns will do as 
much as anything else to bring home to 
‘the leaders on commando that their 
power has really been broken and that 
the game is hopeless. On the other 
hand, it would be some guarantee to the 
commandos in the field that theynd a 
their fellow soldiers would be able to 
cultivate their fields and get a return 
for their industry. It would be some 
guarantee to them that the war is over, 
and that they too would be able 
to share in the prosperity of the 
country. It has been constantly said 


that the speeches on this side of the 


| House have been so widely read in South 
prolongation of the war. It has been 
constantly dwelt upon by the Govern- 
‘ment Press, the Colonial Secretary and 
other speakers on the Government side 
of the House, that the whole Opposition 
‘are practically pro-Boers. Whether that 


‘accusation is or is not true, is not 





Africa that they have conduced to the 
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germane to my argument; but what 
Iwould suggest to hon. Members on 
the other side of the House is that, 
notwithstanding the continual reitera- 
tion of that charge for party purposes, 
the whole of the Opposition, no matter 
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what their opinions may be, are devoted | 


heart and soul to the successful con- 
clusion of the war. If there was a 
cessation of this class of speech, and 
an avoidance of what I venture to think 
is the defamation of the Opposition, 
you would have some chance of putting 
an end to the continued resistance of 
the enemy. 
that we have the strongest evidence 
that the people of the Transvaal, the 
Orange River Colony and the Cape 
are deteriorating morally and materially. 
The present loss may be theirs, but the 
ultimate loss is ours, because, whether 
you like it or not, they are to form 
an important part of the agricultural 
population of the new colonies. They 
are the people who are to form the 
permament industrial class when the 
wealth of the gold now existing there 
has been worn out. I confess that, 
in the interest of the Empire as a whole, 
I think that everything that can be 
done to put a stop to the present 
hostilities should be undertaken by the 
Government. 


*(7.37.) Mr. RENWICK (Newcastle- 
on-fyne): The hon. Member for East 
Bristol complains that we seem to think 
the whole of the Opposition are pro- 
Boers, but at any rate we are apt to 


do so until we find Imperial Liberals 
rising in this House and rebuking the | 


pro-Boer speeches which are so often 
delivered on the other side. I have 
been extremely sorry to hear most of 
the speeches delivered in connection 
with this Amendment, because | am 
firmly convinced that their result will be 
to still further prolong the war.. We are 
told by the hon. Member for King’s Lynn 
that we ought to approach the Boers and 
offer them terms, and that the Boers are 
hot at present prepared to adhere to their 


demands for the independence of their | 


country. But when I asked the hon. 
Member what was the date of the letter 
from which he was quoting, we discovered 
that it was the very same date on which 


the leaders mentioned independence in | 
speaking to the burghers. All the evi- | 
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dence we have up to the present time 


points clearly to the fact that the only 


condition on which the Boers are pre- 
pared to come to terms is that they should 
retain their independence. That inde- 
pendence the country is not prepared to 
give them, but I venture to think that the 
country is with the right hon. Gentle- 
man, the Colonial Secretary, when he says 
that any terms which we agree to must 


‘be such as will not embarrass us in 


future. If there is one thing which 


'Ithink the country is firmly convinced 


of, it is that all our troubles at the 
present time, and the direct origin of the 
war, are due to the unfortunate surrender 
we made at Majuba Hill. [Laughter.] 
We have heard from the other side that 
this Amendment is one which different 
sections of the Opposition do not agree 
upon. I think that with an alteration 
of one word in the Amendment we could 
get a practically unanimous vote upon 
this side. If it were altered in this 
respect we should attain that object— 


“ Humbly to represent to your Majesty 
that this House, while prepared to 
support all proper measures for the 
effective prosecution of the war in South 
Africa, is of opinion that the course 
pursued by your Majesty’s Opposition 
and their attitude with regard to a 
settlement, ete.” 


I believe the opinion of the country 
is that the whole of our troubles in 
South Africa are due to the conduct of the- 
Opposition. We heard also, unfortunately, 
from the junior Member for Oldham that 
he was in favour of compromise. I 
believe the hon. Member's constituents 
will not agree with him. Last week I 
addressed a large open meeting in my 
constituency, and I venture to think it 
is an important constituency. I asked 
them to send 2 message, through me, to- 
this House in favour of unconditional 
surrender, and that request was re- 


‘ceived with the greatest enthusiasm. A 


resolution was passed to that effect. 


It is, I believe, upon these lines that we- 


will bring about a lasting peace in South: 
Africa. There was a laugh raised when 
I mentioned that I thought the sur 
render after Majuba Hill was the cause 
of all our troubles. Let me read to the - 


House the opinion of Lord Rosebery in 
regard to that surrender. 


He used. 
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these words at Bath on 28th October, 
1899— 


‘“Now whatever they might think of that 
attempt, the thing in itself was a sublime 
experiment. Mr. Gladstone, with his over- 
powering convictions of the might and power 
of England, thought she could do things which 
other nations could not do, and therefore 
endeavoured to treat with the Boers after the 
reverse which took place. We,know how 
Mr. Gladstone's magnanimity was rewarded. 
He felt a deep misgiving at the time in respect 
to this course of policy, and his fears had been 
realised in the result. The Boers had regarded 
magnanimity as a proof of weakness, and they 
rewarded Mr, Gladstone’s magnanimity with a 
deliberate and constant encroachment on the 
terms of the settlement.” 


Address in Reply to 


I believe that if we offered equally mag- 
nanimous terms to the Boers at the 
present time, again they would look at 
it as a source of weakness. We might 
offer terms to a European nation, but 
not to a nation such as the Boers, who, 
whenever we have shown any desire 
whatever to treat them in a lenient 
manner, have at once set it down to 
weakness on our part. I do sincerely 
trust that the Colonial Secretary will 
not budge from those words he used last 
night, and will take care that whenever 
a settlement comes it will be such that 
it shall not embarrass this country in the 
same way as it was embarrassed by the 
unfortunate Majuba surrender. 

Iwas extremely sorry to hear the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn sneer at the 
Imperial Yeomanry. Hetoldus we sent 
out to South Africa men who could neither 
ride nor shoot. I should like the hon. 
Member to tell us, when our regular 
army is in South Africa, when our 
Reservists are there, and nearly the 
whole of the Militia, where we are going 
to get ready-trained men. The only 
possible thing is to appeal to our country- 
men for recruits for the Yeomanry, and 
for Volunteers from the various volunteer 
regiments. What has been the result of 
the last appeal? Take Newcastle. No 
fewer than 3,000 young men have come 
forward as recruits for the Yeomanry. 
Why should these young men be sneered 
at because thev can neither ride nor 
shoot? It is the sneers in which the 
Radical party have indulged that have 
landed them in the humiliating position 
they occupy at the present time. Hon. 
Members opposite should remember that 
things are changed. At one time nearly 


the whole of our army was drawn 


Mr. Renwick. 
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from the same class; but during this 
war we have widened the area of our 
recruiting, and have gained recruits 
from every class. The war has drawn 
the middle classes into closer com- 
munion with the army than ever before, 
and every word that is said about the 
barbarism of our troops, or any sneers 
at the Yeomanry that they cannot ride 
or shoot, are insults to, it may be, to the 
brothers or fathers or near friends of 
the Volunteers and Yeomanry. It jg 
because the Radicals persist in these 
sneers that, at the present time, when 
one of their leaders wishes to address 
a meeting he has to have the way to the 
meeting guarded by police, and when he 
leaves the meeting he has to don the 
uniform of a policeman. We Unionists 
on this side of the House. when we wish 
to address a meeting, have no reason to 
fear doing so. We can address a meeting 
at any populous centre, and claim that 
this war must be persisted in to a success. 
ful conclusion ; we can say that we are in 
favour of unconditional surrender, and 
can carry our resolutions unanimously. 
We have no necessity to adopt the tactics 
which seem so popular with the other 
side in connection with their meetings. 
I would conclude by again urging hon. 
Members, on this side of the House 
especially—and after all it is to us that 
the verdict will be left—to make up 
their minds come what may, to 
back up the Colonial Secretary when he 
insists that when any terms are offered 
to the Boers—I would much rather that 
the Boers came first to us—they will not 
be such as willembarrass us in the 
future, as we have been embarrassed in 
the past by that sublime experiment 
after Majuba. 


*(7.50.) Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, 
Leigh) said it wasjrather significant 
that they should jhave reached this 
period of the debate and that the first 
speech he had heard in favour of uncon- 
ditional surrender had only just been 
delivered. He congratulated the hon. 
Member for Neweastle as an interesting 
survival of a vanishing party. This was 
one of the most satisfactory and encour- 
aging features of the debate. It was not 
the only point on which the debate had 
reveiled a tendency towards agreement 
between the two sides of the House, and 
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he would also say between the different 
gctions on the Opposition side. 
regarded this tendency as a good omen 
for the prospects of peace, and for the 
prospects of a durable settlement when 
peace was concluded. It had already 
heen pointed out that there had been a 
ingular agreement between persons of 
the most opposite opinions in their 
estimates of one of the most notable 
of recent occurrences—the Chesterfield 
geech. He did not approach that 
speech in any degree from a personal 
or party point of view When they 
found the Colonial Secretary pointing 
out that to a large extent he was 
in agreement with that speech, when 
they found him twitting hon. Members 
on that side of the House who had 
hitherto supported his policy with re- 
fusing to support it any longer, though 
he himself was so much in agreement 
with the speech, he thought there was a 
little rift in the cloud and a hope of better 
things.) When they found persons who 
had been opposed to the war from the 
beginning, such as the hon. Member for 
the Carnarvon Boroughs, also declaring 
that in the Chesterfield speech were to be 
found the elements on which peace might 
be made and concord established, they 
should not regard this as a matter of 
mockery, but that they might be pretty 
sure that they were reaching a point 
when there was at least a chance of 
approximation between the views of those 
vho had hitherto been divided by a great 
gulf. 

Both the essential points which must 
be observed in seeking a lasting peace 
were to befoundin Lord Rosebery’s speech 
The first essential was that we should, if 
possible, negotiate a peace by agreement 
and conpromise, and not by force. It 
was a very great advance when a Mem- 
ber on the other side of the House told 
them deliberately, and not as a matter 
of sentiment or of party feeling, but as a 
matter of practical advantage to this 
country, that he was in favour of con- 
duding peace upon the basis of a 
compromise. If they went on a little 
longer he thought they would even find 
the Government willing to forget a good 
many of their utterances, which they 
o that side of the House would be 
very glad to forget also. But it was not 
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what terms they were going to negotiate 
on, and here also he hoped and believed 


| that they were getting to something like, 


he would not say agreement, but at least 
the beginnings of agreement. There was 
the question of amnesty. The Colonial 
Secretary had declared that he was will- 
ing to grant a most generous measure of 
amnesty, but he had exempted from 
that amnesty the very men whom it was 
most necessary to include within it. 
What was the use of the Colonial 
Secretary telling them that he was will- 
ing to grant a measure of amnesty if, 
at the very beginning, he excluded by 
that measure the men who alone could 
secure the submission of the troops in 
the field? It was a most absurd _pos- 
ition to take up, and he trusted that 
the Colonial Secretary would see fit to 
withdraw from it. Then there was the 
question of self-government, upon which 
they would like some further informa- 
tion from the Government. It was a 
matter on which Lord Rosebery and 
his friends in this House had not ex- 
pressed themselves with perfect clear- 
ness, but he thought it was plain that 
they were prepared to take a step 
beyond the position which they formerly 
occupied. It had to be remembered 
that the task was not merely to make 
peace, but to govern these people when 
peace had been made. If there was to 
be anything like a satisfactory settlement, 
it must be a settlement which they were 
prepared to work. This was not the 
first time Great Britain had annexed 
the Transvaal. When we annexed it 


previously we declared, as we de- 
clared now, that it was our hope 
and intention and _ fixed purpose 


to grant the Boers self-government. 
On that occasion we annexed the terri- 
tory without resistance, and we had 
complete control over it; but we held it 
for years without giving the Boers self- 
government. There was always found 
some reason why we could not give it— 
it would not be safe, or it would be 
abused; and self-government was put 
off and put off again, until at last the 
rebellion came and we found ourselves at 
war. If that happened then, it might 
happen again. Unless self-government 
was part of the terms of peace—self- 
government not in some dim and distant 
future, but at a time which was dis- 
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tinctly agreed upon—he thought that 
history was likely to repeat itself, and 
that we should find ourselves two, 
three, four, or it might be ten years 
hence, as unable to grant self-government 
as we found ourselves 25 years ago. 


Address in Reply to 


Self-government would not merely be an | 


immense inducement to our enemies to 
make peace with us, but it would be of 
enormous assistance to us hereafter in 
the management of the country. For 


that reason it was essential that self- | 


government should form part of the 
terms of peace. There was also the 
question of the restoration of a ruined 
country. He was glad to see from the 
Blue-book that no more refugees, as they 
were called, were to be swept into the 
camps. He hoped that meant that no 
more country was to be devastated. 
But the territory that had been devas- 
tated already was enormous, and he was 
not surprised when the hon. Member for 
Central Sheffield told them that instead 
of £1,000,000 for the purpose of restor- 
ing the country £6,000,000 or £7,000,000 
would be required. He hoped that on 
that point also the Government would 
be prepared to go greatly beyond the 
terms which they originally offered. 
What were a few millions spent in 
building up and restoring the country 
to the millions which had been spent in 
ruining and destroying it ? 


If there was one thing likely to ruin the | 


prospects of the future, it was the 


planting of the seeds of bitterness be-| 


tween the two races who had to live 
together in South Africa. 
why it was so vitally important that 
the military executions should not go 
on. If there was one thing which a 


nation never forgot, it was the execution | 
of those who were, rightly or wrongly, | 


regarded as the leaders and the heroes 
of that nation. We might spill oceans 
of blood on the battlefield, and it would 
not be remembered against us as would 
be the blood of a single man executed in 
cold blood on the scaffold. He was glad 


to hear from the Colonial Secretary that | 
no executions had taken place so far on | 
the ground of treason or rebellion alone, | 


and he hoped that that statement might 


be regarded as a pledge that none would | 
But although we might say | 
that a man like Scheepers had been 


take place. 


executed for causes other than rebellion, 
his people would be slow to believe it. 


Mr. C. P. Scott, 
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|He therefore trusted that Members of 
| this House would have the fullest infor. 
/mation as to this execution, and all the 
other executions which had taken place 
or which might take place hereafter 
under martial law, so that it might be 
placed on record that these men had 
been executed, whether rightly or 
wrongly, still on grounds that would 
justify their execution in the eyes of all 
civilised peoples. It was to be feared 
that in some cases already terrible 
mistakes had been made. It was pretty 
certain that at least three absolutely 
innocent men had been executed. These 
were things which embittered the soul of 
the people, and which would make har- 
mony and concord hereafter impossible if 
they were continued. It was for that 
reason also that the terrible mortality of 
the concentration camps was so infinitely 
to be regretted. They owed a debt of 
gratitude to the Colonial Secretary for 
taking an active and energetic interest in 
the improvement of the condition of those 
camps. They had not yet heard, how- 
ever, that his intervention had had a 
great effect. The Colonial Secretary's 
intentions were excellent, but their fulfil- 
ment was obstructed, to all appearances, 
in South Africa, and they had not yet 
heard that this terrible mortality had 
ceased, or that the necessary steps had been 
taken towards breaking up the camps, 
towards taking them nearer to the sources 
of supply, and towards providing the 
children with the food without which 
they could not live. He trusted they 
were all of one mind in desiring to bring 
these abuses to an end. They might not 
be able to bring about peace—that did 
not rest wholly with them—but they 
could at least prevent things being done 
which would make concord hereafter for- 
ever impossible. That was their plain 
,and simple duty, and he trusted that 
every man who called himself a Liberal, 
whether he called himself a Liberal 
simply for an Imperialist, would look at 
these things from the point of view alike 
of humanity and of statesmanship, and 
would determine that, so far as in him 
lay, these terrible things which were sow- 
ing the seeds of hatred between race and 
race in South Africa should come to an 
end. (8.12.) 


___(8.48.) Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West 
Han, N.) said he had been present 


| during the many debates on the South 
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African question which had been held in | to our country many battalions in the 
this House during the last few years, | field, and that if from the commence- 
and he had listened to the speeches with | ment of this war Great Britain had 
what patience he could command, and | shown a single undivided front to the 
had contented himself with recording a enemy, our task would have been easier 
gilent vote. Hetrusted that the patience in South Africa, and peace, which the 
which he had shown in previous debates | Opposition claimed so ardently to desire, 
might be extended to him during the might have been brought nearer to 
next few minutes while he offered to the | accomplishment. He marvelled at the 
House afew comments. Thedebate had, attitude of the Irish Members, and 
tohis mind, been remarkable. Surely | there was only one redeeming feature to 
no vote of censure upon a Government | his mind in their conduct. 

was ever put forward in such a half- | 

hearted manner as this had been. So) *Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): That is, 
far as he could recollect, only two Mem- | we are honest. 

bers of the front Opposition Bench had | 

supported the Amendment, although it} *Mr. ERNEST GRAY: I willsay that 
had been before the House for oneandaj|the redeeming feature of the Irish 
half Parliamentary days. One would | Members is that they have been con- 
have thought that if the phraseology of sistent in their opposition. Theirs is a 
this Amendment could be justified, if it | position} which one can thoroughly 
was true that the Government had gone | understand, if one does not appreciate it. 
o blundering from one position to| They have taken every conceivable 
another from the commencement of this | opportunity, in the House and out 
war, if in fact the speeches made to the | of it, of telling Great Britain’s foes 
public during the recess had any real that they sympathise with them, and, of 
foundation, some member of the front | denouncing the country and the Crown to 
Opposition Bench would have seized the | which they have sworn loyalty. Theirs 
very earliest opportunity of showing | is a position logical in principle, except in 
distinctly to the country those points one particular, that, while they ardently 
on which the Government had blundered, | desire peace, by every word they utter 
making clear to the whole world the | and every vote they give they encourage 
faults which had been committed. The our foes to prolong the war. 

very reverse had been the case, for there | 

had been a walking round the Amend- | *MR. FLAVIN: Yes, to fight for 
nent, and anything like an attack had | their freedom. 


been wanting, with the solitary exception | - 
of the speech made by the hon. Member| * MR. SPEAKER: Order, Order. 


for East Mayo, which he would refer to | *Mr. ERNEST GRAY: I will not take 
presently. | up every interruption, but I will refer to 

The debate had been remarkable from | this one. There is not any authority in 
another point of view. The Amend-| Europe which does not recognise the 


Guent had, it was true, received but | annexation of the Boer Republics, and 


very lukewarm support, but equally} that freedom as a nationality will 


Jthose hon. Members on the Govern-| never again be enjoyed by the Boers. 
quent side who had spoken, had, with| That being known, what folly it is to 


oe exception, given a very lukewarm | encourage those men by speeches here 


J upport to the Government, and their| and elsewhere to prolong a struggle 


attitude had been, to some extent, | which can only bring greater misery to 


qtitical, He was one of those who|this and to their own country and 


thought that it was a mistake altogether | cause the loss of more lives? To my 


9 spend their time criticising small details | mind a huge responsibility rests upon 


which, through the agency of the Press| those who by speech or vote prolong this 
night be magnified outside, and made| war. Sympathy is given again and again 
to appear to the public as signs of strong | to the Boers, whether in concentration 
discontent shown by Parliament itself. camps, on the farms, or in the battlefield, 
He held very strongly to the view that | but I have not heard from the Benches 





jwity at home would have been worth | below the gangway one word of sympathy 
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for the families at home who have sus- 
tained losses at the front. 


Address in Reply to 


Mr. FLAVIN: We support ‘them in 
our own workhouses. 


*Mr. ERNEST GRAY continuing 
said that the attitude of Irishmen had 
been logical with the exception he had 
just mentioned. He had endeavoured to 
keep quiet during criticisms made by hon. 
Members from Ireland which had been 
intensely repugnant to him, and he hoped 
hon. Gentlemen opposite would extend to 
him the same courtesy. He wanted 
to make it clear that those who 
sent him there gave the Govern- 
ment no half-hearted support, and he 
did not go into the lobby silently and 
in obedience to the behests of any party 
Whip, or from any feeling of party 
loyalty, but because he was convinced not 
only that the Government was in 
the right in this matter, but that 
the Government had, with probably but 
few exceptions, conducted this war in 
such a way that it had not only been a 
source of surprise to our own people but 
a source of no little envy to those who 
thought our country weak and our army 
inefficient. The people who sent him 
there were the typical working men 
and artizan population of one of 
the largest towns in this country. 
Amongst them would be found Conser- 
vatives, Unionists, and a large part of 
the party which was formerly Liberal, and 
which might be Liberal again when this 
war was out of the way ; and they declared 
unhesitatingly that nothing whatever 
would induce them to withdraw their 
support from His Majesty’s present advis- 
ers until this war was completed and peace 
was established throughout South Africa. 
He could say without hesitation that a 
part of the vote which sent him back 
to Parliament in 1890 was made up 
by men who in previous elections had 
voted for the Liberal party, and who on 
this occasion felt bound to put country 
before party. This matter was te be 
settled once for all, so that the peace of 
South Africa might never again be dis- 
turbed. Their desire was that the peace 
should not be a patched up compromise, 
and that we should not go running about 
making advances to this, that, or the 
other so-called representative of the 
Boers. It should be amply recorded that 


Mr. Ernest Gray. 


{COMMONS} 








the Boers were conquered and sued for 
peace. When they sued for peace, let us 


| grant them generous terms. He held that 
| the greatest curse of South Africa during 


the last century had been the vacillating 
policy adopted by the British. It had 


‘been a policy of alternate conquest and 


retrocession. With the exception of 
Cape Town and a few miles round it, he 
did not think there was a single inch of 
territory from the Zambesi southwards 
we had not at one time taken and handed 


back. What was the inevitable argu- 
ment? That we would do it again. 


Nothing would make more for the future 
peace of South Africa than that it should 
be once for all clearly laid down that 
the Boers on this occasion were com- 
pelled to admit conquest. Any step on 
our part by which it would be made 
to appear that we were seeking to make 
peace would be wilfully misconstrued 
immediately. It must be made clear 
for all future generations that con- 
quest was complete, and that annexation 
would remain as long as the British 
Empire endured. The hon. Member for 
East Mayo had found no word of sym- 
pathy for all those of our own people who 
had been driven into the concentration 
camps by the Boers. He only harped on 
the old string that his own country was 
criminal to the backbone. Why did not 
the hon. Member go elsewhere 4 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): This is 
not my country, and I thank God that 
my country has no responsibility for the 
war. 


*Mr. ERNEST GRAY said that the 
Irish troops had fought side by side with 
the British, and they were as good [rish- 
men as the hon. Member. He very much 
doubted whether the hon. Member was 
prepared on Irish soil itself to repudiate 
those countrymen. The working classes 
of this country regarded the perpetual 
accusations against England and the per- 
petual sympathy with her foes with dis- 
gust and loathing, and nothing had done 
more to make Home Rule impossible than 
the events of the last few years. Last 
night the hon. Gentleman separated him- 
self from all condemnation of the soldiers. 
He had reminded the House that no 
word he had ever used could be regarded 
as impugning the honesty or humanity of 
the troops. 
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Mr. DILLON : I did not say anything 
of the kind. What I said was that I 
never hesitated to make charges against 
British soldiers if I thought they were 
true, but that I never made any charges 
against them of cruelty in the concentra- 
tion camps. 


*Mr. ERNEST GRAY: Perhaps I 
generalise. If my generalisation is not 


justified by the illustration, I naturally 
withdraw it. 


Mr. DILLON : It was a statement of 
fact. 


*MR. ERNEST GRAY: Perhaps the 
hon. Gentleman will bear with me with 
patience. In regard to the concentration 
cainps no accusations were made ; but 
what was his very next phrase? He 
said all this work, all this barbarity, was 
done under the order of their superior 
officers. 


Mr. DILLON : Lord Kitchener ! 


*Mr. ERNEST GRAY: Very well, 
then ; the charge of barbarity was made 
against Lord Kitchener. His own im- 
pression was that “the man in the 
strect,” so often referred to, was quite 
as capable as anyone in this House of 
judging who was likely to be guilty of 
barbarity, and whether or not officers. 
men, and troops would carry out 
orders which they themselves realised 
were barbarous, unnecessary, needlessly 
extreme. It was all very well to bring 
forward these subtle distinctions ; but 
they could not separate the work of 
officers and men. The work was the 
work of the Army as a whole ; and no 
sophistries, no pretences, would ever lead 
any thinking man to separate the work 
of the headquarter’s staff, of Lord 
Kitchener, of Lord Roberts, from that of 
the private soldier. One might seek to 
soften the accusation by the declaration 
that the conduct of the men was every- 
thing to be desired, while the superior 
officers were brutes and barbarians, but 
he did not think an argument of that 
kind was likely to be swallowed by the 
most ignorant of the electorate in the 
country. If there was one thing they 
were clear upon, it was that this war had 
taught them to have greater faith, 
greater confidence, in the officers of our 
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army than ever. Before the war began a 
sentiment very largely prevailedthat many 
of the officers were carpet knights. That 
sentiment had disappeared. The work that 
had been done during the last twelve 
months by those commanding in the field 
had secured the admiration and support of 
practically everybody outside the ranks of 
the Irish party. There were two items in 
the attack—one referred to the devastation 
of the country, and the other to the 
policy of the concentration camps. He 
could not claim to be a great military 
authority, but what was called devastation 
was only clearing the enemy’s country of 
supplies. The only question was, had 
that been necessary? If necessary, it 
was, he maintained, justifiable. One had to 
recollect that the Boer Army was not like 
a Continental Army. When, after Water- 
loo, the French were in full retreat on 
Paris, every retreating soldier could be 
identified ; he could not turn aside to the 
nearest farm and be a farm labourer one 
minute and a soldier the next. His 
uniform proved the means of identification. 
Now, that was not the case with the 
Boers ; they were fighting one day and 
ploughing their fields the next. The 
policy of depriving these men of the 
means of re-creating their army and pro- 
viding themselves with means of refresh- 
ments and with horses, might have been 
disastrous to the Boers, but was to be 
defended by the laws of war. War was 
war. Some people talked as though they 
imagined that war could be played with 
kid gloves, that we should allow our 
enemy every conceivable advantage and 
take none ourselves. He did not think 
that policy would have been tolerated for 
a single instant by our people at home. 
In fact, the cry went up from a large 
number of people who were by no means 
bloodthirsty that the Government ought 
to take more stringent measures to bring 
the war to a conclusion. : 


the King’s Speech. 


Mr.SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) 
Who were they ? 


*Mr. ERNEST GRAY : The great body 
of the electorate in the large towns. 
These men knew full well that a sharp 
war would be a short war, and that 
wherever our generals had not been suffi- 
ciently equipped to enable them to take 
sharp measures war had been prolonged, 
and disease, caused by the prolongation, 
cut off more lives than the battle field. 


x 
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It seemed to him that there was no other 
policy to pursue than that of depriving 


{COMMONS} 


the enemy of all possible means of support. | 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: What about 


the children ? 


*Mr. ERNEST GRAY said he would 
deal with the children in a moment. 
a [uropean army every soldier had his 
distinctive mark. That was one of the 
rules governing civilised warfare, except 
in cases where a people was called upon 
in an emergency to defend itself. But 
in this case the Boers were not called 
upon to defend themselves. They in- 
vaded our territory, and chose their own 
time to do so. They could have fixed a 
date, therefore, to enable them to provide 
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camps was inevitable. He ventured to 
assert that if the question was put to 
them, our soldiers would say that food 
that under normal conditions would haye 
gone to the fighting line had been 
diverted in order that the people in the 
concentration camps should be well sup- 
plied. His firm opinion was that the 
best, under the circumstances, was done 
for these people, and that the ver. 
dict of history would be that England 
had done all that was possible to 
avoid loss of life. He did not think 
in the whole course of these debates, 
although it had been asserted that there 
was an inadequacy in the food supply 
and medical comforts, that it had been 
said to be preventable. 


themselves with a distinctive mark, and | 


they could have taken measures to pro- 
tect their own women and children. The 
taunt was thrown away upon him 
therefore, that we inflicted cruelty 
upon these women and children. That 
brought him to the question of the con- 
centration camps. Now, what would 
have been the attitude of the Opposition 


in this House, above and below the gang- , 


way, if, having cleared any portion of 
the territory of the Republics of the 
means of supporting their army, we had 
left the women and children on the veldt? 
He could imagine the pictures that would 
have been drawn, and by no one with 


more force than by the hon. Member for | 


East Mayo, of death following the policy 


of devastation, of the mountain passes | 


literally littered with half-starved women 
and children unable to drag one foot 
after the other, and of the main roads 
lined with skeletons. If the policy of de- 
priving the enemy of means of support and 
of the chance of recruiting his army and 
obtaining supplies was permissible by 
the laws of war, then the policy of the 
concentration camps became inevitable. 
We could not have left the women and 
children on the homesteads, because 
we could not take away the means 
of supporting the army without also 
taking away the means of supporting 
the women and children, and if we did 
so we were bound to find them means of 
support elsewhere. 
There was evidence throughout the 
Blue-books, impartial records, which 
showed that whatever the death rate 


had been, and no doubt it had been | 


high, the policy of the concentration 
Mr. Ernest Gray, 


We did our best. | 


Mr. DILLON: I said it more than 
once, and I believe it. 


GRAY said that in 
that case he withdrew. He had not heard 
it said that it was preventable. Warn- 
ings had been given no doubt, but it was 
/not possible to change the condi- 

tions existing in so wide a operation 

involving the moving of great masses of 
people ; and the assertion that this state 
of things was preventable must be taken 
as a further illustration of the fact that 
the scales of justice had not been 
fairly held by the hon. Member for East 

Mayo. The difficulties of transport and 

‘food supply had not been considered. 
It drove one to the conclusion that it was 
not sympathy for the Boers, but hatred of 
the motherland, which gave rise to these 
suggestions. He had marvelled at the 
bitter and venomous attacks which had 
constantly been made on the right hon. 
Gentlemen the Colonial Secretary in the 
course of the debates on South Africa 
during the last three years, and at the 

toleration with which the House listened 

to phrases which many people regarded as 
little less than treasonable. Night after 
night he had listened in silence, but there 
came a time when he was strongly disposed 
to hurl those treasonable phrases back in 
the teeth of those who used them, and to 
say how bitterly such speeches were re 
sented by the country. Hon. Members 
of the House knew they were only one 
move in the great game, but people outside 
had come to hold the House in disrespect 
because it was so tolerant of treason. He 
had often heard it said outside that the 
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: moment. 
W Member, every hon. Member upon the 
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House tolerated language which no} 
other Senate in the world would allow, | 
provided the language used was gram- 
matical. But some Members of the House | 
were bitterly pained by these exhibitions ; 
they were not consonant with the feelings 
of the great mass of the British people, 
who deeply resented them. He had 
noticed the venomous attacks which had 
been made upon the right hon. Gentleman 
the Colonial Secretary, and the magnificent 
manner in which he had repelled them | 
attacks made at a time when it was the 
duty of all true Englishmen to have 
supported the Colonial Secretary with all 
their might, instead of playing false to 
their own land—their own people—in the 
eyes of the whole world, and making the 
burden which the right hon. Gentleman 
hd to bear heavier still. In_ his 
opinion, there was no_ phraseology 
too strong to condemn such conduct. 
It was the duty of every true English- 
man to stand by and assist the man who 
had got to carry this matter through, 
and to enable him and the Government 
to discharge their duty, and to reserve 
criticism until the day of trial had passed 
away. 


(9.37.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Car- 
narvon Boroughs) saidthe hon. Gentleman 
who had just sat down had referred to 
certain Gentlemen who had used epithets 
of hatred towards the motherland. He 
would like to know who had done so. 
They had criticised very freely the action 
ofthe Government. They regarded the 
war as disastrous; some of them Tfe-| 
garded it as acrime; but they opposed 
the war, not because they hated the 
motherland, but because they loved her 
astruly as the hon. Member did, and 
they were sorry that disasters of this 
kind should have brought her to the 
Position in which she was at this 
With the exception of the hon. | 


Government side of the House who had 
spoken had shown a real appreciation of 
the gravity of the situation, and the one 
thing which struck him was that all 


those Members who had fbeen to South 


Africa, and who were acquainted with | 


@ the circumstances, had not made such a 
Frellicose speech as that to which they 


had just listened from the hon. Member, | 
who had no personal acquaintance with 
the subject, and who was simply urging | 
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others to go to South Africa to make 
sacrifices which he was not himself 
prepared to make. 

They had listened to some very remark- 
able speeches in the course of the debate, 
and it was noticeable that all the speeches 
of Members who had been in South 
Airica were full of the spirit of con- 
ciliation and of peace. They recognized 
the gravity of the situation. The 
optimistic tone of the First Lord of the 
Treasury was not justified by the facts, 
and he would point out two or three 
circumstances from the Blue-book re- 
cently issued, because he thought it would 
strengthen the appeals which had been 
made by Members on the Government 
side of the House. Until he read the 
report of Sir W. Hely Hutchinson, he 
did not think the rebellion at the Cape 
was so great as it was. He remembered 
asking the question himself—a question 
brought on by a statement in a Unionist 
paper, that there were 7,000 men who 
had joined the rebellion, and the Colonial 
Secretary replied that, according to his 
recollection, there were only 1,800, but 
now we had a specific statement giving 
the particulars of the districts, though 
the worst districts were not in it, because 
they were in the hands of the enemy. 
Of those which were returned, 11,000 
men had joined the rebellion, and there- 
fore it would not be unfair to assume 
that 13,000 or 14,000 men in the worst 
districts had also joined. They had 
heard something about clearing the 
Cape, and they had had very optimistic 
messages and statements with regard to 
the war being over in June, but he found 
from another paragraph of Sir Walter 
Hely Hutchinson’s dispatch, that the area 
of one district in the west and north- 
west of Cape Colony in the hands of the 
rebels was about 156,000 square miles, 
a district as large as the whole of the 
United Kingdom and another Ireland 
thrown in (one would have thought 
that one was enough); a district as 
large as the Transvaal and the Orange 
Free State put together; a difficult, 
mountainous district, with a population 
of about 200,000, without railways or 
roads, 2nd a German frontier. We had 
not yet cleared the midlands, although 
we had been there for 14 months, with 
the best general in the British Army, 
General French. Was not all this 
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enough to impress the House of Com- 
mons with the seriousness of the 
situation! A great deal had been heard 
about the surrenders, but he believed he 
was within the mark in saying that there 
were still 20,000 to 25.000 Boers un- 


accounted for. 
Bearing such facts in mind, it 


was easy to understand why _ hon. 
Members, on the Ministerial side, 
aquainted with the situation, suggested 
agreement as the best method of settle- 
ment. The hon. and gallant Member for 
Central Sheffield had said that when we 
had finished the war we should have to 
keep a garrison there of 100,000 men for 
four or five years at Jeast, and the hon. 
Member for Oldham had rather con- 
firmed that view, because he had said 
that for a very long time the prisoners 
could not be restored, and until they 
were restored the troops could not 
be retired. If that was the prospect, 
the war might take an_ indefinite 
period. The hon. Member for Oldham 
would not pledge himself that the war 
would come to an end in June next 
or in June following. And, if after that 
period, we had to have garrisons of 
100,000 for four or five years, with 
all the possibilities, of foreign com- 
plications, it was time the House of 
Commons began to listen to the appeals 
of hon. Members opposite to terminate 


the war by conciliatory methods 
rather than continuing this blood- 
shed for an indefinite period. He 


was not one of those who believed it 
was impossible to agree on the terms 
of settlement without agreeing on the 
merits of the war. If that were so, the 
position of the nation would be hopeless. 
That was why he heartily welcomed 
Lord Rosebery’s declaration at Chester- 
field. He thought the noble Lord had 
provided a basis upon which a settle- 
ment could be arrived at. The best tribute 
to the excellence of Lord Rosebery’s 
suggestions was the fact that the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Monmouthshire. had quoted so many of 
those utterances witli approval. That was 
a proof of arrival at something like agree- 
ment on the terms of settlement, and he 
personally had been much impressed by 
it. His right hon. friend, he thought, 
completely dealt with the utterances of 
the Colonial Secretary in this matter, 
Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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_and had pointed out that there were 
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very grave differences between the 
position laid down by Lord Rosebery 
and the position which the Colonial 
Secretary took up. The right hon, 
Gentleman the Colonial Secretary had 
said on the previous evening that he was 
in favour of a very liberal ministry, he 
had advanced considerably since Feb- 
ruary last year, at which time he wag 
certainly not in favour of any such 
thing. 

He regretted very much that he was 
unable to vote for the Amendment. 
The Amendment laid down no terms 
of a settlement ; it simply laid down two 
contradictory propositions, and this had 
been called a compromise. It was not 
his idea of a compromise, and he re- 
gretted he could not support the Amend- 
ment. What did it mean? The first part 
declared in favour of a prosecution of 
the war. He could not comprehend the 
position. In one breath they declared 
that the war was unjust and then turned 
to the Government and said, ‘‘ Unjust 
though it be, we will support you in 
prosecuting it.” The Boers were said to 
be fighting for freedom and independ- 
ence, and then Members were invited 
to vote for shooting and capturing these 
Boers. He regretted he could not accept 
that position. It meant that one set of 
gentlemen were asked to support what 
they regarded as a criminal enterprise 
as an inducement for another set of 
gentlemen to vote for a proposition they 
did not believe to be true. One set of | 
gentlemen were told that if they would 
vote what they considered was black to 
be white, another set of gentlemen | 
would vote what they considered was | 














white to be black. That was not his 
notion of a compromise. He did not 


think they would ever get any unity, | 


he did not think they would ever get | 
any working basis, on these lines. He | 
sincerely regretted it, because he believed | 
that unity was necessary for peace, and | 
unity was possible on the terms of 
settlement, and he was sorry that 
another had not been confined to a} 
declaration of the principles laid down | 
on that point by Lord Rosebery at} 
Chesterfield. His right hon. friend had| 
really gained nothing by thisAmendment. | 
He had been induced to make a declara- J 
tion after which he could not be very en- § 
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thusiastic, he had been induced to modify, 
he had been captured, and, it was to be 
feared, he had been treated by his captors 
as the Boers treated their prisoners—he 
had been stripped of all his principles, and 
left on the veldt to find his way back the 
best way he could. He hoped it would 
be a lesson to his right hon. friend. 
After all, ou a question of this character, 
compromise was impossible. Compromise 
on the question of terms could be 
arrived at. 
statement of terms could not be made 
that would receive acceptance from Mem- 
bers on the other side of the House ; but, 
when they came to deal with the question 
of origin, and with the question of 
prosecuting the war, it was a mistake 
to attempt anything in the nature of 
a compromise. A party who opposed 
a War at any time was bound to bring 
upon itself unpopularity, and he did 
not deny that opposition to the war 
had brought unpopularity upon the 
liberal party ; but, after all, let them 
face it like men. Let them not try 
to get out of it by shuffling in this way. 
There were some who believed the war 
was wrong and that it would bring 
disaster to the Empire, but what was 
the position? They could not vote for 
an Amendment like this except on the 
assumption that if they had the oppor- 
tunity they would put it into action. 
Every man should vote as if his in- 
dividual vote would carry the declaration 
into operation. It was not impossible. 
The present Government was not im- 
mortal. His own’opinion was that, though 
the country at the present moment 
was stubbornly bent on pursuing the war 
—he would admit that-—-and he was not 
anguine that it was going to change its 
mind, he believed the people of the 
country were as sick and tired of the 
war as Lord Milner said the people of the 
Cape were ; but they were still bent on 
prosecuting the war to what they re- 
garded as the only issue. That was his 
candid opinion. It was an unpleasant 
fact to realise, but there it was. He did 
not think, however, that the people were 
tonfident that the Ministry had done their 
best to carry out the purpose they had 
xt themselves; and if the people saw 
that all their great efforts resulted in 
wmething tantamount to failure—[‘‘ Oh! 
Oh!”]—well, it was not a success— 
the national pride would impel them 
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He was not sure that a 
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first of all to say there was some defect 
in their Ministers, rather than lack of 


DI) 


strength in the Empire. 


As in the Crimean War and in every 
other war, the penalty of failure must 
be paid by Ministers. That did not mean 
the abandonment of the war, but it might 
mean that the “alternative Govern- 
ment” might have its chance; and he 
asked Members who voted for the 
Amendment if their party came into 
power would they vote for the prosecu- 
tion of an unrighteous war—ior that 
was the policy of the Amendment—a 
war which they regarded as a disaster 
to the Empire? Would they go on 
with such a war? If not, then what was 
the meaning of this Amendment? If 
they were prepared to go on with it, 
what did the denunciations of the war 
in the past mean? No, there was 
only one party in the country who could 
prosecute the war effectively—he would 
not say only one Ministry, but only one 
party—and that was the party who 
believed in it. They could not prosecute 
a war with a halting conscience. They 
must put their whole heart, their whole 
strength, and their whole might into it, 
and he was proud to believe that the 
right hon. Gentlemen on the front Oppo- 
sition Bench could not dothat. Their 
position was a clear one—or at least it 
ought to be. It was to say, ‘ This is 
not a war of ours. It was started 
by hon. Members opposite. [Ministerial 
cries of ‘“‘Oh.”|] It is in pursuance of 
their policy. They accept responsibility 
for it.” The policy of the right hon. 
Gentlemen on the Opposition Bench was 
perfectly clear. It was to say: ‘“ The 
war is your business. We can have 
nothing whatever to do with it.” He 
appealed earnestly to right hon. Gentle- 
men now, not by voting for this Amend- 
ment, to accept any share of the respon- 
sibility for the war. It was a mistake, 
even if it brought temporary popularity 
on the party, to pawn, as it were, the 
heirlooms of that party in order to buy 
off unpopularity. At any rate, as long 
as they faced it they would have the 
respect of the country. But, on the 
other hand, if they did adopt that course, 
they would simply substitute for an un- 
popularity, which was undeserved as long 
as it came from the adhesion to a difinite 
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principle, a contempt 
thoroughly well merited.” 


which 


was 


(10°12) Sm ELLIOTT LEES (Birken- 
head), who spoke amid considerable in- 
terruption and was very indistinctly 
heard, thought that if the hon. Mem- 
ber who had just spoken had had 
an opportunity of seeing for himself 
things as they were in South Africa, it 
would have had a moderating and 
modifying effect upon his views. In the 
course of the debate many Members had 
urged the Government to come to terms 
with the Boers. Speaking with a full 
sense of responsibility, he felt that it 
would be the gravest mistake this 
country could commit to come to political 
terms with the Boers in South Africa. 
He fully agreed that they might well 
grant, if it were asked for, full amnesty, 
and they might well offer lives and pro 
perty to individuals, and, with advan- 
tage, terms as to the restocking of the 
country. But he believed they would 
commit a grave blunder if they -at- 
tempted to make political terms with 
the Boers at the present moment. He 
remembered the negotiations of March 
last year, and he was well aware of the 
manner in which the terms offered were 
received by the Army, for our soldiers 
declared that notwithstanding the hard- 
ships they had endured they would 
rather continue the struggle than grant 
the Boers such terms as had been sug- 
gested. He did not wish to detain the 
House very long, but he wished to join 
with his hon. friend the Member for 
the Isle of Wight in bearing testimony 
to the humanity of our troops. It might 
be a stale story, but those charges had 
been repeated, and had found even an 
echo in this House. ‘Therefore it was 
well that all who had been out in South 
Africa should bear their testimony to 
the falseness of the charges brought 
against our soldiers. He had served in 
the campaign for a year, and he had seen 
a large area of the theatre of war. Not 
once did he hear of any British soldiers 
being guilty of any ill-treatment or any 
insolence towards women or children. 
Many a time he had seen them sharing 
their rations with the Boer women and 
children, and he honestly believed that 
anything like cruelty or even unkind- 
ness towards defenceless people was 
Mr. Lloye-George. 
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utterly alien to the British character, 
| He indicated also, that a lenient policy 
was tried until after the fall of Pretoria, 
Up to the end of September, 1900, 
British soldiers might touch nothing 
without paying for it, and ten dayg 
before Pretoria was surrendered he 
remembered Lord Roberts fining 4 
man for stealing a cake of soap. 


the King’s Speech. 


Last August he wrote a letter to The 
Times newspaper in which he stated that 
a lenient policy had |jbeen tried and 
failed. If peace had been brought about 
after the occupation of Pretoria when 
the country was practically undisturbed, 
with the machinery of agriculture and 
industry effectively working, no feelings 
of rankling bitterness would have existed 
in the hearts of the Boers, and matters 
would have rapidly settled down witha 
contented population in South Africa, 
It was assumed from his letter that if 
they had offered terms after occupying 
Pretoria, peace would have been restored, 
but nothing was further from his in- 
tention. A reference to Lord Roberts’ 
despatches would show that the military 
situation was such, immediately after the 
fall of Pretoria, that peace was within 
sight, only the news of De Wet’s success 
in capturing the Derbyshire Militia and 
cutting the lines of communication pre- 


vented General Botha from very seriously | 


considering and consenting to peace with 
this country without terms at all. At 
the time General Botha had failed to 
rally his men, and Lord Roberts was 
within an ace of obtaining peace on 
military grounds alone soon after the 
occupation of Pretoria. 

The war might last some time longer, 
and he wished the House and the country 
to realise the magnitude of the task they 
had undertaken. He wished hon. Mem- 
bers to realise that our army of 250,000 
was the largest which this country had 
ever sent out, and was larger than England 
was ever thought capable of sending out. 
It was an army as large as the whole 
population of a great English town like 
Bristol, but they could easily imagine 
that such an army was very thin upon 
the ground when spread over an area a 
large as France. He thought the House 
and country needed to be very patient. 
He urged upon the Government that their 
policy should now be to constantly re 
inforce the army in the field, because the 
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best troops must become stale with con- 
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stant work. He looked with hopefulness | 


to a not too far distant conclusion of the 
war. He knew that the block-house 
system was producing very remarkable 
results. He was confident, at any rate, 
that by the beginning of the year 1903, 
they would see the last vestige of resist- 
ance stamped out in the Transvaal and the 
Orange River Colony. 

We were told that we were creating 
for ourselves a second Ireland in South 
Africa. He could not endorse that view. 
In the first place, there was no difference 
between ourselves and the Boers in 
religious matters. In the second place, 
there was a very slight difference between 
ourselves and the Boers in racial matters. 
There was no government in South Africa 
of what had been called a quick witted 
race ruled by a dull race. The Boer 
might be quick witted in the matter of 
war, they might be slim on commando, 
but no one had ever accused him of being 
more quick-witted than the average 
Englishman in the ordinary matters of 
politics and Government. In the third 
place there had arisen—strange though it 
might seem to hon. Members—between 
the combataits on both sides, a feeling of 
mutua! respect. He believed that if the 
policy which the Government had adopted 
and foreshadowed were carried out with- 
out haste, and without tyranny, we might 
hope for a prosperous South Africa. 
There were those now in the House, who, 
in spite of the great difficulties with which 
we were confronted, would yet live to see 
South Africa most contented, most pros- 
perous, and not the least loyal of the 
Colonial possessions of the Crown. 
(10.34.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
I can assure the hon. and learned 
Member for South Shields, whom, to my 
great r-gret [ have prevented from taking 
part in t is d bate, that I have done so 
with the utmost re/uetance, and though I 
do not mean to occupy any great amount of 
to-night I would like to give an adequate 
period for the Leader of the Opposition to 
deal with the Amendment, which he him- 
self, I think, would be the first to admit 
has up to the present moment been very 
inadequately dealt with by those who sit 
on the benches opposite. On the general 
range of the Amendment I might have 
thought it necessary, had I spoken earlier 


in the debate, to speak at some length | 


and use language, I will not say of 
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|acerbity, but perhaps of vigour, such 
vigour as I can command. But I am per- 
fectly aware that, at all events under 
modern conditions of Parliamentary pro- 
cedure, it is allowable for one’s friends to 
use much stronger abjectives about one 
than one’s opponents, and I certainly 
could not match the epithets which have 
been hurled at the right hon. Gentleman’s 
head in the course of the speech delivered 
by the hon. Member for Carnarvon 
Boroughs. The hon. Member, in a@ 
speeeh of extraordinary conciseness and 
pungency, gave his view of not merely 
the expediency and propriety, but tho 
common honesty of the Amendment to 
which we are now asked to address our- 
selves ; and unless I do the hon. Gentle- 
man’s rhetoric a great injustice I think 
that the epithet “shuffling” was almost 
the mildest with which hisample vocabulary 
supplied him to hur! at the proposal which, 
after all, was made by the leader of his 
party in the House of Commons, and which, 
therefore, according to my view, at all 
events, of Parliamentary propriety, might 
have been objected to, but need hardly 
have been abused by him with the violence 
which he adopted. But, at all events, it 
has absolved me of the task which I should 
otherwise have had to undertake, and I am 
sure that anybody who heard the hon. 
Gentleman’s speech will acquit me of 
flattery when I say that I am perfectly 
certain that no amount of premeditation 
woull have enabled me to accumulate so 
much bitterness in so short a speech as the 
hon. Gentleman has contrived to do in the 
observations he has made. I will there- 
fore do no more than say that the Amend- 
ment has been stretched to its utmost 
limits in order to admit every kind of 
attack on His Majesty’s Government which 
it might please any member of a some- 
what, not merely divided, but perhaps I 
am not excessive when I say, sub-divided 
party, to hurl against any Minister of the 
Crown who in times of admitted difficulty 
and stress is conducting the affairs of His 
Majesty’s Empire. 

So far as I have noticed this 
debate, the greater number of the 
speeches were devoted to observations 
on the attitude which His Majesty’s 
Government ought to take towards some 
hypothetical negotiators in the interests 
of peace. But before I say what I have 
to say—and it is only a few words—on 
that part of the subject, I must deal with 
another class of criticism—that levelled 
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against the Government by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for the Forest of 
Dean, and though levelled against the 
Government generally, in particular 
directed against my right hon. friend the 
Secretary for War. I understand that 
those accusations were more or less 
endorsed by my hon. friend the Member 
for Oldham, and there was another 
Gentleman of Imperialist tendencies on 
the other side, the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for one of the divisions of 
Wolverhampton, who made, in the course 
of a short speech, a rapid survey of the 
last two years, raked up every exploded 
accusation against the Government or the 
War Office, including that most disgrace- 
ful accusation—I mean disgraceful and 
discreditable to those who used it—in 
connection with the despatches on Spion 
Kop, and who generally associated himself 
with those who assert that the present 
Government have shown quite exceptional 
and abnormal inefficiency in carrying on 
the military responsibilities of the Empire. 
The only gentleman who has developed 
that attack at length or in any form 
which either requires or deserves an 
answer is the right hon. Gentleman, the 
Member for the Forest of Dean ; and he 
concentrated his attack into a more 
definite charge, as I understand him, 


to the effect that whereas, when 
the recrudescence of the war occurred 
at the end of the year _ before 


last, and the invasion of Cape Colony 
took place, an appeal was made by Lord 
Kitchener to this country for fresh re- 
inforcements of Yeomanry —that, whereas 
that appeal was made at the beginning 
of December, it was not complied with 
till February. 


* Sm CHARLES DILKE: I said no- 
thing about his asking for Yeomanry. ! dis- 
tinctly said that at the time at which the 
first appeal was made by Lord Kitchener 
for fresh mounted men, he did not know 
that the old Yeomanry were to be sent 
home. But [ asked the question when 
he was first acquainted with the fact 
that the first batch of Yeomanry were to 
be sent home. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right 
hon. Gentleman has slipped into a fresh 
error, for the old Yeomanry were not 
sent home or brought home by us; they 
were sent home by Lord Kitchener, and 
not at our request. I pass that, and go 
Mr, A. J. Balfour. 
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back to the main charge. I thought the 
right hon. Gentleman used the word 
Yeomanry; it was my mistake. Lord 
Kitchener did, as a matter of fact, apply 
for Yeomanry, and he applied for Colonial 
troops. He applied for 4,000 Yeomanry 
in December. If we are to believe the 
right hon. Gentleman’s charge, that appeal 
was not responded to until February, 
Now what are the facts? The moment 
that appeal for fresh troops arrived, we 
made arrangements for sending out 4,000 
regulars, 6,000 Colonials, and, in addition, 
we directed Lord Kitcherer to make 
further arrangements for Colonial levies 
within Cape Colony, and sent out to him 
10,000 mounted Constabulary. We not 
only did everything he asked for, but a 
great deal more. So far is it from being 
the fact that not until February did we 
take steps to send out those reinforce- 
ments, that some of the regiments sent 
out in response to the appeal were actu- 
ally in pursuit of the enemy, and nearly 
caught De Wet before the end of February. 
[Nationalist laughter.] | quite recognize 
the natural satisfaction with which 
gentlemen from Ireland regard the fact 
that De Wet was only nearly caught, 
but I am sorry to qualify that satisfae- 
tion by adding that, although he was 
not caught, he was driven out of the 
Colony. Thatis not all. In addition to 
these troops that we sent unasked for 
to Lord Kitchener, we made demands 
on the country in January for 15,000 
Yeomanry. Instead of 15,000 we got 
16,500, and we sent out in the course of 
January, February and March no fewer 
than 36.000 fresh troops to the Colony. 
Now I will word about these 
Yeomanry, who have been so violently 
attacked by the right hon. Gentleman. 
[t was at Lord Kitchener's request that 
we sent them out untrained. He said 
that in his judgment he could train 
them better in the colonies and quicker. 
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say a 


Sir CHARLES DILKE: The right 
hon. Gentleman says they have been 
violently attacked by me. Let me say 
[ only read Lord Kitchener's words. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Of course if 
there is no attack there is no necessity 
of any offence. The fact is what | said. 
They were sent out untrained at Lord 
Kitchener's request ; and | think it pro- 
bably is a fact that the military authori- 
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ties in South Africa asked those troops 
to go into action prematurely, and that 
because the first who had been tried had 
shown such distinguished qualities it 
was somewhat rashly assumed that the 
ordinary period of training might in the 
case of the whole body be more or less 
dispensed with. Since that they have 
done most excellent service. I do not 
wish to labour this point any more; 
but it may be worth informing the 
House that when the recrudscence 
of the war made itself manifest we 
promptly raised the total force under 
Lord Kitchener from 205,000 men to 
about 250,000 men, and that within 
the course of the year ending 31st 
December last, we sent out no less than 
81,000 men and 129,000 horses to South 
Africa. I have briefly recapitulated 
these facts, because I confess that | 
listened with considerable disgust — | 
will not say indignation, it is too solemn 
a word—to the kind of attack made upon 
the War Office during the course of the 
war. You will say I cannot speak with 
impartiality because | am a member of 
the Government responsible for what the 
War Office do. But [ am not directly 
connected with military administration, 
and I try, at all events, to the best of my 
ability, to form an impartial judgment of 
what they have done, and what the 
country owes them; and I say boldly 
that if any man had got up in this House 
and before this war occurred had declared 
that our War Office could have done not 
what they have done, but one-tenth of 
what they have done, the idea would have 
been scouted. | say it is a remarkable 
and an extraordinary performance ; and 
anybody who will endeavour to look at 
the matter, not through party spectacles, 
but at things as they are, will form a 












very diflerent estimate of the military | 


strength of this country in a crisis from 
that which any of us would have dared to 
form before the war began. It is easy for 
the humblest and stupidest critic, looking 
back over the two years of stress and 


difficulty in which, undoubtedly, great | 


mistakes as regards military anticipations 
have heen made, but mistakes which have 
added to the difficulties of the adminis- 
tration of the War Office—it is easy for 
such a critic to say we might have sent 
out more horses here and more men there. 
But, take the performance as a whole, 
Isay the administrative work of the War 
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Office, its power to provide great bodies 
of troops, and to supply them with every 
necessary——nay, with every luxury—has 
been remarkably demonstrated, and is a 
performance which has been unequalled 
so far in the history of this Empire. 


Now, Sir, I pass from the topic of the 
war, which has been dealt with very 
gently by the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean, and only 
sporadically and incidentally by other 
speakers in the debate to the main issue 
raised by this many-coloured Amendment. 
I take it that the extraordinary dulness, 
want of vigour, and want of fire in this 
debate, almost unexampled when a great 
Opposition moves an Amendment on a 
great isstie in the King’s Speech, has 
been solely due to the fact that, in 
vulgar parlance, the speech of the 
Secretary for the Colonies has “knocked 
everybody out of time.” Well, 1 admit 
that speech was not directed to gentle- 
men from freland. They stand outside 
the controversy between gentlemen sit- 
ting here and gentlemen above the 
gangway opposite. They think the 
whole war was an iniquity, and | do 
not mean to contest their views at all. 
They stand on a lower level. Well, on 
another level—I do not know that it 
is a question of a higher or a lower 
level—but ever since the speech of my 
right. hon. friend the whole controversy, 
as between gentlemen above the gang- 
way opposite and gentlemen on this 
side of the House, is really pettifogging 
with words. | Cries of “ No.”| You may, 
if you like, quarrel with us, as the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Monmouth did, who brought up again 
his objections to martial law and the 
Cape Parliament not being summoned— 
both matters in which he interested us 


very much—but for the life of me I 
cannot connect them in the remotest 
|degree with this Amendment It all 


happened in South Africa, no doubt, 
and in that sense it all has to do with 
the war. But if there had been no 
war, there would have been no martial 
law, and the Cape Parliament would 
have been sitting in the ordinary course. 
But that objection is somewhat distant 
and remote, and I cannot see why any- 
body should vote “Aye” or “No” in 
this division because he thinks, with the 
right hon. Gentleman, that martial law 
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ought never to have been established | 
or thinks with Lord Rosebery that it 
was established much too late. And, 
by the way, as in the accident of 
controversy, I have mentioned the 
right hon. Gentleman and Lord Rose- 
bery in the same sentence. I may 
be permitted to say that in all the 
triumphs which Lord Rosebery has had, 
and in all the triumphs which in the 
ordinary course of nature he may have 
if he lives, as we all hope and expect he 
will, for many years, I do really think 
the greatest is that the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Monmouth 
should have come down to this House 
and spent at least three fourths of his 
speech in explaining how entirely he 
agreed with Lord Rosebery, and to show 
how absurd it was for any Liberal 
Imperialist. associated with Lord Rose- 
bery to do otherwise than vote for the 
Amendment. I think that was a re- 
markable thing. I have always thought 
the Chesterfield oration was a consider- 
able effort of a considerable man, delivered 
under circumstances of great interest, 
and naturally exciting much public 
comment, but upon my word, I never 
knew what a speech it was until I heard 
the right hon. Gentleman coming down 
to-night, and tie himself to the chariot 
wheels, and urge everybody to follow in 
the procession. 
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So far asI can understand, the only 
difference which really separates hon. 
Gentlemen opposite from His Majesty’s 
Government is that they think we 
should, in their own phrase, call a 
Boer Government into existence in 
order to make terms with it, and they 
point out that at the end of all wars the 
conquering Power was glad to have a 
Power to treat with. No doubt at the 
end of the Franco-German war the 
Germans were glad that there was a 
French Government to treat with for 
the surrender of Alsace-Lorraine. We 
should have no objection to the existence 
of a Power to treat with in this war. 
But my right hon. friend the Colonial 
Secretary has pointed out the difficulty 
of finding one. That difficulty arises 
not from any desire on our part to 
destroy the authority, but from the 
fact that the mere progress of our 
arms necessarily had that result. It 
was agreed upon by statesmen sitting 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 
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above the gangway on each side that 
after the invasion of our colonies by the 
Boer Republies their separate existence 
could no longer continue. The military 
operations were conducted on that theory. 
The result was that one President fled 
to Europe; that the other President 
peregrinated about the country finding 
where he could safety for the sole of his 
foot ; and we separated and divided the 
ever lessening body of men opposed to us 
into separate commandos, under separate 
generals who, so far as we know, own 
no common head, and own no common 
allegiance. These things are plainly the 
direct result of our military operations, 
and no man could complain of these 
operations unless he thinks that the two 
Republics ought not to be incorporated in 
our dominions. What is the complaint 
made against us? Hon. Gentlemen 
opposite seem to think that a Boer 
authority will be delighted to be called 
into existence for no other purpose 
than to commit suicide immediately 
afterwards. It may be extremely con- 
venient ; it may be extremely desirable ; 
but is it likely? The Germans, no 
doubt, wanted a French Power to make 
a treaty with, and they naturally desired 
a stable Government in a country coter- 
minous with their own. Hut, had they 
been absorbing the whole of France— 
which of course was not their wish nor 
within their power — and desired a 
Government for the purpose of sur- 
rendering the whole of France to them, 
was such a Government likely to come 
into existence? Let us not fall into 
the mistaken idea that unconditional 
surrender means surrender of either the 
lives or the property of the conquered. 
It only means that, so far as_ political 
arrangements are concerned, there should 
be a surrender of some kind, as was 
made in the case of Alsace-Lorraine, 
in the cases of South America and 
the Canadian rebels, and, so far as I 
know, has been made in almost every 
case in which incorporation of the kind 
which we think necessary has taken 
place’ 
I have heard infinite ingenuity 
expended in explaining why the negotia- 
tions which have already taken place 
have been abortive, and why, owing to 
this or that iniquity on the part of my 
right hon. friend the Colonial Secretary, 
negotiations in the future are likely to 
be futile. I cannot understand hon. 
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Gentlemen and right hon. Gentlemen| Within these walls, within the con- 


opposite being so blind to what, efter all, 
are the true issues. The fates of nations 


grammar or of style. 
upon far greater conditions. You have 
only to read what the Boers say to each 
other, and, indeed, what they have said 
to us in explicit language, to see that 
the differences between us—the dif- 
ferences which prevent the declaration 
of peace—are not the small or relatively 


trifling differences which gentlemen 
seem to think are the obstacles to a 
settlement of the conflict. No; they 


are much larger, and, I will add, much 
worthier. There is only one’ reason why 
there is not peace. It is because the 
men fighting in the field want their 
independence, and because we do not 
mean to give it them. That is the 
whole case in a nutshell. And may I 
point out that any other theory would 
entail an amount of criminal responsi- 
bility to the Boer leaders from which 
any set of men might shrink? Would 
not all civilised nations, religion, and 
humanity shrink from men who, on a 
smaller issue than that, allowed a state 
of things to continue which produced 
such wide-spread devastation in the 
country, such immense suffering, not 
merely to the combatants, but to help- 
less women and children? The Boers 
have suffered ; however they may have 
been diminished by the humanity of our 
troops, they know that sufferings have 
been caused, and they have deliberately 
accepted them. And why? Not be- 
cause we promised too little about farms 
or anything of that sort. No, Sir, they 
are fighting for what they believe to 
be a much bigger thing. If they are 
not fighting for what they believe to 
be a much bigger thing, they are 
scoundrels. And that is the sole cause 
why, up to the present moment, the 
negotiations have broken down. If that 
is so, surely it is time that we should 
abstain in this House from these parade 
fights which the right hon. Gentleman 
has provoked. Everybody here knows 
that the result of this division, be it 
what it may in actual numbers, will 
not turn out His Majesty's Government, 
will not affect party history in this 
country, will not change its course 
and policy even by a hair’s breadth. 





stituencies which send us here, the 


division to-night is of no moment; it 
never depend upon the refinements of | 


They depend | 


matters not whether we take a division 
or abstain. Yes, Sir, but there is a 
much bigger issue being fought in South 
Africa, and it is this bigger issue which 
we can here modify by any course we 
take to-night. It may be too late to 
make the appeal, but as I am speaking 
before the right hon. Gentleman, the 
Leader of the Opposition, I would ear- 
nestly beg of him, even at this last 
moment, to reconsider the course which 
he has rashly embarked upon. He is 
not likely, if I may venture to say 
so, to reap much in the way of either 
success in the debate, or in the Division 
Lobby from the course he has taken. 
Though the result of a division will 
have little effect here, I do seriously 
believe that in South Africa, if it be 
recognised that the Leader of the 
Opposition has moved an Amendment, 
a vote of censure on the Government, 
in connection with the war, be it worded 
ever so cunningly, whatever its preface 
may be, whatever its operation may 
be, the mere fact that he has moved such 
a vote of censure will drive still deeper 
into the hearts of the Boers the convie- 
tion which they have already imbibed— 
namely, that their hopes of success are 
not hopes built upon the possibility of 
their relatively small forces defeating 
our much larger forces in the field, but 
depend solely upon their power of pro- 
longing the war until such time as the 
Opposition may be in power and the 
present Government be displaced. ‘That 
is the lamentable conviction with which 
he inspires our enemies. I well believe 
the right hon. Gentleman had no desire 
to produce any of the effects which I 
have endeavoured honestly without ex- 
aggeration to portray, but I would 
nevertheless make this appeal. If to 
him I cannot appeal with success, 1 
would venture to appeal to the units 
who sit behind him [‘Oh!”]—yes, to 
the single responsible Members who sit 
behind him, each of them responsible, 
not merely to his constituency, not 
merely to his party, but to his country. 
I would appeal to them and remind 
them that to-night a division which 
should show strength in the opponents 
of the Government would give renewed. 
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vigour to our enemies in the field. Hon. 
Members will acquit me of any desire to 
snatch from them any party advantage, 
if party advantage is to be got from this 
division or this debate. Surely there 
are plenty of things on which you can 
unite to abuse the Government, and, if 
you can, to turn them out of office 
without touching the South African 
war. Cannot you allow ior the few 
months during which it may still last 
that the war shall be a neutral territory 
on which no party controversy shall be 
allowed to take place? I am convinced, 
Sir, in giving that advice, that were it 
taken, we as a party should lose, but, 
what I care much more for, | am equally 
confident, this Empire and this nation 
would gain as a whole. 


(1112.) Sm H. CAMPBELL-BAN- 
NERMAN (Stirling Burghs): The right 
hon. Gentleman has made a_ strong 
and impassioned appeal, which did him 
honour, to me and to those who sit 
around me_ to put aside party spirit 
and to consider the f 


interests of the 
country. Sir, it is with no party 
spirit, with no seeking of party advantage 
whatever, that I and my friends. shall 
vote for this Amendment, And the very 
reason we shall vote for it is that which 
he right hon. Gentleman adduced when 
he wished me to get it withdrawn 
namely, that we consider the future in- 
terests of our country to be profoundly 
involyed in the policy which the right 
hon. Gentleman and the Government, of 
which he is an ornament, have embarked 
upon. It is because we believe that their 
policy and their attitude are not likely to 
conduce, as the Amendment says, to the 
establishment of a durable peace and to 
the strengthening of our Empire in South 
Africa—that is the conscientious reason 
with which I for one shall vote for this 
Amendment. ‘The right hon. Gentleman, 
therefore, is not entitled to assume that 
we are seeking to steal some little party 
benefit from a question of this sort. 

‘The right hon. Gentleman did not devote 
a very large part of his spe ech to the ques- 
tion before the House ; he only, I think, 
came to the actual Amendment within the 
last ten minutes or so of bis speech ; and 
in that time he showed, I am sorry to 
say, even a more stiff and unrelenting atti- 
tude than was displayed by his colleague 
the Colonial Secretary last night. ‘This 

Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 
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Amendment has been much canvassed and 
we have been told as if it was something 
peculiar to ourselves, that we are divided 
in opinion. Why, Sir, we have fad in 
this very debate abundant evidence of 
differences of opinion on the other side 
not very far short of those which are 
supposed to prevail here. ‘They are not 
so exposed to the public, I admit; the 
Press is not quite so full of them ; but I 
think I need not allude to the terms of 
private conversation, even the speeches 
we have heard to-night have shown what 
I have said, that there is a great deal of 
difference of opinion. Now this Amend- 
ment affirms three things. It affirms, in 
the first place, the necessity of vigorously 
conducting the military operations in 
order to bring the war to a speedy close ; 
it affirms, in the second place, our convie- 
tion that the course pursued by the 
Government in the political conduct of 
the war has unduly protracted the war ; 
and, in the third place, it affirms our 
desire that the Government should aban- 
don their tone of discouragement to 
negotiation with view to a safe and 
generous settlement. 

The first part of the Amendment deals 
with the prosecution of the war, and here 
[ find myself at variance with my hon. 
friend the Member for Carnarvon Bor- 
oughs. If my hon. friend will allow 
me to say so, I think he might 
have expressed his difference from his 
friends quite as effectively with more 
respect to them. My hon. friend has 
from the first opposed this war, and I 
believe I am right in saying he has voted 
against all the grants of money for this 
war. That is not the position that has 
heen taken up by the great mass of 
Members on this side of the House. On 
the contrary, whatever our opinion tight 
have been as to the origin of the war 
honour and interest of our country was 
involved in it, we did not show any 
when the war was entered upon, and the 
indisposition to grant all the Supplies that 
were demanded by the Government. We 
have declined to take any responsibility 
for the war, or for its conduct; it is 
under the Government’s auspices that it 
has been entered upon; it is their busi- 
ness, and not ours, to get the country out 
of any difficulty that may arise from it. 
But we have never put any impediment 
in the way of any military preparati 
they might make, and we have, as I say, 
granted ‘all that was asked of us. W ell, 
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we do more than affirm that in the words 
that appear in this Amendment. Our 
countrymen have spared no effort, and 
have shrunk from no sacrifice, not only 
in order that the war might be success- 
fully concluded, but that it should be 
speedily concluded, with a view, as far 
as possible, to save the waste, and the 
sorrow, and the loss of life with which it 
is attended, and with a view also to 
prevent its being unduly protracted, and 
therefore exasperating the racial feelings 
which already exist in South Africa. I 
have, therefore, nothing to apologize for 
to my hon. friend the member for 
Carnarvon Boroughs or to anybody else, in 
voting for the words which express this 
in the present Amendment. 

I will not follow up the observations 
of the right hon. Gentleman on the 
question of the conduct of the war 
We are hardly in a position to judge-—so 
scanty is the information given to us—of 
what has taken place. The right hon. 
Gentleman has had a controversy with my 
right hon. friend the member for the 
Forest of Dean as to the Yeomanry that 
Well, I will leave that 


But, as I am on this subject of 


were sent out. 
alone. 
military operations, or preparations, there 
is one little matter which I should like to 
bring before the House. I only came 
upon it in the course of my investigations 
into the recent dispatches. It is contained 
in a memorable after-dinner speech of the 
Prime Minister of the Cape, which had 
been embodied in the Blue-book and 
served up to us, I suppose, with the 
entire approval of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. It draws attention to the fact 
that a remarkable transaction appears to 
have occurred recently in the Cape Colony, 
a transaction of which the House and the 
country are, as far as I know; entirely 
unaware. There has been raised by the 
Colony a force of 18,000 white men and 


{21 January 1902} 


the King’s Speech. 558 


7,000 
apparently under the separate jurisdiction 


colonred men, and they are 


of the Government of the Colony. Sir 
Gordon Sprigg says :— 


‘*Months ago we pressed strongly upon the 
Commander-in-Chief to hand over to us the 
colonial forces then under his direction. We 
thought that if we got them into our posses- 
sion’’—an odd phrase to use in regard to a part 
of the troops of the Crown—‘‘ not only defray. 
ing the cost of their maintenance, but taking 
ch rge of certain parts of the Colony, we could 
keep those districts clear of the enemy. We 
were continually putting that view before the 
Commander-in-Chief and the High Commis- 
sioner, but still tie matter hung.” 


Then Sir Gordon describes how he went 
with two colleagues to Pretoria, and he 
adds :- 


‘‘Tt has been put all over the country that 
we were ordered to go to Pretoria by Lord 
Kitchener ; 
case, it was our suggestion that we should take 


but so far from that being the 


over the command of certain parts. We went 


to Pretoria to secure that object ; and in that 
we were successfinl; and you know that we 
have taken over practically 31 districts of the 
Colony divided into two divisions.” 

[f anyone had been following me in this 
debate, I should have asked for an 
immediate explanation of this statement ; 
but as it is, I hope that we shall have an 
explanation suon of what seems to be an 
extraordinary state of things. ‘This 
Prime Minister of a colony is a very 
remarkable man, because he can suspend 
his own Parliament and get on quite as 
well without it as he did before, and at 
the same time he becomes a sort of 
Commander-in-Chief, independently of 
the British military authorities, over 
these 25,000 men. That is a state of 
things requiring some explanation and 
justification on the part of the Govern- 
ment. 

This question of the provision of proper 
military measures, however, is not the 
That 
to my mind, is by far the political con- 


most important matter before us. 


duct of the war, by which I mean the 
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attitude of his Majesty’s Government 


towards the people with whom we are 


fighting, and the tone and spirit of our 
dealings with them. As my right hon. 
friend the member for South Aberdeen 
said last night, this is a most exceptional 
war, and not only in the nature of the 
warfare and the characteristics of the 
country. Ina great European war there 
is a duello between the two States, and 
then one gets the mastery of the other ; 
whereupon the victorious State has the 
grievances redressed on which the war 
was founded, and it exacts compensation 
in money and possibly in territory, But 
then the two States resume their former 
In this 
war, however, the case is widely differ- 


relations towards each other. 


ent. The two countries with whom we 
are fighting are neighbours geographi- 
cally, and they are more than that. 
They are in an enclave in British terri- 
tory. They are closely interlaced in all 
their public relations with us. __ Besides, 
by blood relationship and affinity they 
are indistinguishably commingled with 
our fellow-citizens in the Cape Colony ; 
and then, to make the connexion 
stronger still, they have been made our 
fellow-citizens already by what I consider 
the unwisely precipitate action of the 
Government, so that they are an 
essential part of the South Afriean com- 
munity and will remain so. Further, 
they are not a passive population. They 
are ardently attached to their national 
distinctions in habits, laws, religion and 
lands. These are undeniable facts; and 
whether we praise the Boers or lament 
their character and denounce them—and 
I think it is better not to denounce them 
even when we find lapses in their char- 
acter, as we think—we must recognize 


these facts, As these men will have to 


live alongside of our own race, they are | 
i 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 
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men whom we cannot look forward to 
keeping down by force of arms. The 
strain upon us would be greater than we 
could bear. Do hon. gentlemen propose 
to keep a force of 50,000 or 100,000 men 
That 
would be an undue, if not an impossible 
Besides that, 
we cannot in the face of the world 


permanently in South Africa ? 
strain upon our resources. 


keep down a European race by force of 


arms; it is contrary to our. prin- 


ciples and to our traditions. We cannot 
possibly put ourselves in such a position. 
Now, in my opinion, this is at the root of 
the whole matter. These are the facts 
that ought to have governed our political 
action in the war. Fight as sternly and 
as vigorously as you may, but do nothing 
wantonly and unnecessarily to exacerbate 
feeling and to leave behind you the em- 
bers of hate, with the result so well de- 
scribed by the right hon. sentleman who, 
as we know, always has said what he has 
said. 

I wish the House for a few moments 
to apply this test to the question of farm- 
burning. We havea return that was pre- 
sented to the House, giving full particulars 
of the burning of farms between June 


I would 


ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 


1900, and January of last year. 


that return can be continued to date; I 
do not see any reason why it should not. 
We have had it for these six months, and 
there it stops. It is most important for 
us to know—for this country is responsi- 
ble for all that is going on in its name— 
it is important for us to know whether 
this process of farm-burning still con- 
tinues. The right hon. Gentleman the 
First Lord of the Treasury the other 
night said that it did in cases of military 


necessity. If he means pure military ne- 


'cessity, if he means even punitive action 


as a protest against ,and as a means of 
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punishing cases of treachery or actual 
opposition in arms, then one can under- 
stand it. 
burning, and has there been no other 
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But is there no other farm- 
going on? If it has been continued 
after the House has almost unanimously 
protested against it, in the debate of 
December 1900, and after the assurance 
given that it would be stopped, or at 
least discountenanced, then I think we 
ought to be made aware of it. It is part 
of the general policy of devastation which 
was entered upon after the occupation of 
Pretoria. 


Now, Sir, I must say a few words on 
this question of devastation and on the 
question of the camps. We are now told 
by the right hon. Gentleman that the 
necessity for the camps arose from our 
having to protect the wives and children 
of the burghers who had been compelled 
But the 
Government do not get much further by 
that 
burghers compelled to rejoin the com- 


to rejoin the commandos. 


explanation. Why were these 


mandos? Because they had taken an 
oath of allegiance to us or the oath of 
neutrality, and we had promised in the 
most explicit way to protect them; we 
were unable to protect them, and there- 
fore it was that they, finding that power- 
ful bodies of Boers came into their neigh- 
bourhood. were obliged to join these 
forces, and consequently their wives and 
children were left. I wish to know 
of the chil- 
dren who are in the camps are due to 


how many women and 


that process, and how many are 
due to our destruction. [Ministerial 
interruption, and Opposition cries of 


“Order.” | 


speak on this subject, and I have a duty 


I am perfectly entitled to 


laid upon me to speak upon it, because 
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Commons anything that I may have said 
elsewhere. Sir, that would show the 
But the whole 
policy, in my opinion, was a gigantic, 
political 


character of the camps. 
blunder, driving to present 
But 


I am bound to say that according to the 


despair and to future exasperation. 


Blue-book further measures of concen- 
tration would appear to be stopped, be- 
cause Lord Kitchener says— 

‘* Very large numbers of women and children 
are still out, either in Boer camps or in their 
farms, and my column commanders have orders 


to leave them alone, unless it is clear that they 
must starve if left on the veldt.” 


3ut that really disposes of the argu- 
ment that they would all have starved 
if they had not been brought into camp. 


However that may be as a matter of 
policy, let me say a few words as to the 
condition of things in the camps them_ 
I go back to the debate of 17th 
June of last year, and I take what I myself 


selves. 


said in that debate as an ordinary instance 
of the sort of criticisms and suggestions 
that were being made to the Government 
at that time. 
to, was the whole policy of concentration 


I said that what I objected 


—the whole policy of destroying the 
and and 
driving them, in circumstances of con- 


homes of women children, 
siderable cruelty, but certainly of uninten- 
I said 


that I had not a word to use—this was in 


tional cruelty, into these camps. 


June last—implying cruelty or even indif- 
ference on the part of officers or men of 
the British Army. I urged that a staff of 
nurses and competent civilian medical 
men should be sent out, and I urged also 
that people in the camps should, where 
possible, be allowed to go back to their 
homes or to friends in the Cape Colony. 
Now, Sir, let us see how many of these 
things have been done. Iam glad to say 
that many things have been done or are 


I wish to say again in the House of | in process of being done—that many 
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doctors and nurses have been sent out, 
that leave has been given to certain 
persons to join their friends, though I 
am afraid the conditions render permission 
rather nugatory ; that orders have been 
given to spare no expense, and that the 
larger camps have been thinned out or 
But why were these reforms 
This is the 


removed. 
not sooner undertaken 4 
point which [ wish to make against the 
administration of the Government in this 
matter. Why this delay of months before 
the nurses and civilian medical men were 
sent out ? Why! The Government waited 
until the public opinion of the country 
death 


was shocked at the rate in the 


camps. There was no promptitude, there 
was not even a reasonable hurry. Lord 
Milner telegraphed on November 21st, 
although our suggestions were made on 
June 17th, and the Government ought to 
have realised the state of things long 
before that, and what did Lord Milner 
say in that telegram? He says, “ Things 
will only be made worse by flurried 
action.” Flurried action! Flurried aetion 
five months after we had pleaded that 
immediate and strenuous action should 
be taken! Unfortunately, the nurses 
and doctors came in inany cases too late, 
and I will not give the House the proof 
I have of that. [am not complaining of 
individuals, but of the whole system 
which, without any provision at all ade- 
quate, swept in 100,000 people, and then 
for months waited on Providence until the 
mortality of the camps became a public 
scandal. In our general indictment of 
the Government policy—a policy which, 
we say, has prolonged the war—concen- 
tration, with all its mischiefs, inevitable 
and preventible, stands out in my judg- 
ment as an offence against civilisation as 
a military mistake, and as a political dis- 
aster. It arose out of that policy of 
undeviating miscalculation and ignorance 
Sir H. Canpbell-Bannerman. 


{COMMONS} 








and levity which has been so conspicuous 
{“Oh! Oh!”] If we look 
for the origin of the camps we shall find 


throughout. 


it in the notion that all this country had 
to do was to overthrow a corrupt oligar. 
chy, occupy the capitals and chief towns, 
and issue a proclamation of annexation, 
We may look for it in the failure to 
understand that love of country and of 
independence was deep-rooted in the 
hearts of the people. The moment that 
the Government, through Lord Roberts, 
proclaimed a policy of unconditional sur- 
render, instead of making fair terms after 
the British successes, the campaign 
against the mass of the peopie began; 


of life 


must lie, Iam sorry to say, at the door 


and the devastation and waste 
of «he men who, I can well believe, did 
realise the consequences of what they 
were doing, and who completely mis- 
Now, Sir, I 


ask could any worse course haye been 


judged the situation. 
taken when our highest interest was to 
convince the enemy in the field of our 
kindly 
to build up a solid 
basis of mutual confidence and good 
will? The effect 
provoke anger and disorder, and this 


disposition towards them, «nd 
peace on the 
was, however, to 
was a powerful factor in prolonging the 
war. I will not enter into the question 
of martial law in the Cape Colony, 
because that has been so exhaustively 
dealt with by my right hon. friend. 


Now I come to the question of the 
best means of arriving at a settlement 
The hon. Member for Oldham spoke, 
in the course of his remarks to-night, 
of a settlement by compromise and a 
settlement by force, as being the alter- 
What have the 
Goverment given that they have any 


natives. evidence 


policy except a policy of settlement by 
force? The Kitchener-Botha negotia- 
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tions ended in failure because of the | also objects to the use of the word exter- 
vagueness ofj the terms offered, and | mination. The object of the Govern- 
because of the apparent reluctance and | ment is not, he says, to exterminate the 
suspicion introduced by the alteration Boers in the sense of destroying men, 
in the original proposals of Lord, women and children among them. No 


Kitchener. Except this, what other | one means that. But there is something 
| short of that which will still come under 


‘the general name of extermination—not 
| the removal of them from the face of the 
earth, but to obliterate them and reduce 
|them and deprive them of their national 
identity. This is the old spirit of race 
ascendency, the old spirit which, wherever 
it has been applied in the experience of 
the world, has brought serious and deadly 
evils with it. This is what the world at 
large discerns in the recent policy, which 
was the policy of His Majesty's Govern- 
ment from the first, and I fear in the face 
of the facts it will not be easy to disown 
it. A great part of the controversy as to 


effort have the Government made to 
remove the impression that surrender 
without conditions is their object ? We 
have heard it declared by the First Lord 
of the Treasury to-night, almost in so 
many words—because he defends un- 
conditional surrender. He explains to 
us that it does not mean giving uplife and 
property, so that he argues in favour of it, 
and he shows us that it is not so bad a 
thing as we thought. He, at least—I will 
not bandy words, but he was good enough 
toapply in an interrogatory way the word 
“honesty” to his opponents on this 
side ; I will not use the word honesty, 
but he has the candour to admit that 
unconditional surrender is the object 


the possibility of negotiations turns, as 
right hon. Gentleman says, on phrases 
: ‘ ‘ : and matters of form. Does it matter 
which the Government have in view. what particular form a negotiation takes 
if the spirit is there? The right hon. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR dissented. Gentleman says they must have some 
Government in existence, that they can- 


Sim H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 2° deal with separate commanders, and 
When the right hon, Gentlemen ex- they must have someone who will be 
answerable to them. But the Colonial 
Secretary admitted that that was a 


formal argument, and that in the end it 


plained and defended unconditional sur- 
render, he was, I suppose, explaining 


and defending something of which he 


, would always be possible to find some 
approved himself. ; ; ; 
authority. And, again, as to whether we 


make overtures. Two questions go to the 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have never yoot of this matter. Are the Govern- 
accepted that interpretation. ment of this country honestly desirous to 
make peace—a generous and magnani- 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: mous peace, but not the less on 
The right hon. Gentleman may object to that account a safe and a_ solid 
it, and the Colonial Secretary repudiate | peace — by way of negotiation ? 
it, but the thing remains. The thing | The second questionis quite as important 
remains in the spirit and the temper with —Are the Boers on their part anxious 
which his dealings with the two States for a similar result? That is a question 
are saturated. The Colonial Secretary | that we cannot answer. We in this 
Y 
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country have no control over them and | 
We can only | 


no reponsibility for them. 


conjecture by our own conception of | 
_ment of your generous intentions. The 


On the 
first question whether we have that de- 


what we should do in their case. 


sire we are our own masters ; and my 
firm belief is that the great majority of 


the people of this country are in favour | 
Why then should we | 


of such a peace. 


not make our disposition known % 


Nothing but this will bring about that | 


speedy close of the war which we all 
desire. 
in South Africa. 
that could be sent, no skill, no energy on 
the part of your military leaders, no 
irritating proclamations, no severities, 


no force will forward the cause of peace | 


{COMMONS} 


Nothing but this will lay the | 
basis of future security and prosperity | 
No reinforcements | 
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and strengthen the interests of the 
Empire so much, or anything like in the 
same degree, as the simple announce 


gravest error, in our opinion, in the 
conduct of the Government and in their 
attitude at the present moment is that 
their spirit and conduct are running 
counter to such intentions. It is on that 
ground that we have felt it to be a high 
duty to move this Amendment as a pro- 
test against the policy of the Govern- 
ment. 


Question put. 


(11.52). 
123; Noes, 333. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 
(Division List No. 5.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Rhondda) Grant, Corrie 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, Chas. P. (Glouc., Stroud 
Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, ‘Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thos. (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Right Hon. James 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crombie, John William 
Dalziel, James Henry | Lough, Thomas 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 


| Langley, Batty 


Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 


| M‘Crae, George 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Harwood, George | 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Hayter, Rt.Hon.Sir Arthur D. | Pease, Sir Joseph W. (Durham) 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. | Price, Robert John 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. | Reid, Sir R. T. (Dumfries) 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) | Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) | Robson, William Snowdon 
Kay-Shuttleworth, Rt. H.SirU. | 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth | Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Kitson, Sir James 
Lambert, George 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 
| Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 


| . 
| Lewis, John Herbert 


| Macnamara, Dr. 


Norman, Henry 

| Norton, Captain Cecil Wm. 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

| Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 


| Pirie, Duncan V. 


| Rea, Russell 
| Reckitt, Harold James 


Rickett, J. Compton 
| Rigg, Richard 


Roe, Sir Thomas 


| Schwann, Charles E. 

| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 

| Shipman, Dr. John G. 

| Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

| Spencer, Rt. H.C. R.(Northants 

| Stevenson, Francis S. 

| Strachey, Sir Edward 

| Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Alf. (Glamorgan, E.) 

Thomas J. Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr) 

| Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 


| M‘Kenna, Reginald | Tomkinson, James 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 

| Markham, Arthur Basil 

| Mellor, Rt. Hn. John William | Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
| Ure, Alexander 
| Wallace, Robert 





Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond | Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | Morley, Rt. Hn. J. (Montrose) | White, George (Norfolk) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Furness, Sir Christopher | Moulton, John Fletcher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


| Morton, Edw.8.C. (Devonport) | White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 





Newnes, Sir George 
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Whitt 
Wilso 
Wilso 


Aclan 
Agg-G 
Agnev 
Aird, 
Anson 
Arnol« 
Arrol, 
Atkin: 
Austin 
Bagot, 
Bailey 
Bain, ( 
Balcar 
Baldw 
Balfou 
Balfow 
Balfou 
Banbu 
Barry, 
Bartley 
Beach, 
Bentin 
Bignol 
Bigwoc 
Blunde 
Bond, | 
Boscaw 
Boulno 
Bousfie 
Bowles 
Brassey 
Brodric 
Brookfi 
Brown, 
Brymer 
Bull, W 
Burdett 
Butcher! 
Camphe 
Carlile, 
Carson, 
Cautley 
Cavendi 
Cavendi 
Cayzer, 
Cecil, E 
Cecil, L 
Chambe 
Chambe 
Chaplin, 
Chapma 
Charrin; 
Churchh 
Clare, O 
Clive, C 
Cochran’ 
Codding 
Coghill, 
Cohen, ] 
Collings, 
Colomb, 
Colston, 
Comptor 
Cook, Si 
Corbett,. 
Cox, Irw 
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Whittaker, Thomas Palmer | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) | TELLERS ror THE AYES— 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W. | Woodhouse, Sir J. T. (Hud’f’d, | Mr Herbert Gladstone and 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk, Mid.) | Yoxall, James Henry Mr M‘Arthur. 

NOES. 
Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. | Cranborne, Viscount | Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte —_| Cripps, Charles Alrfed Hambro, Charles Eric 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel | Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) | Hamilton, Rt.H. LordG.(Mi’d’x 
Aird, Sir John | Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) | Hamilton, Marq. of(L’nd’nde’ry 
Anson, Sir William Reynell Crossley, Sir Savile | Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. | Cubitt, Hon. Henry | Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashf’rd 
Arrol, Sir William Cust, Henry John C. Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Dalkeith, Earl of | Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Austin, Sir John | Dalrymple, Sir Charles Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | Davenport, William Bromley- | Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Bailey, James (Walworth) | Davies, Sir Hor. D (Chatham) | Hay, Hon. Ciaude George 
Bain, Colonel James Robert | Denny, Colonel | Heath, ArthurHoward (Hanley 
Balcarres, Lord | Dewar, T. R.(T’rH’ml’ts,S.Geo. | Heath, James (Staffords. N. W. 
Baldwin, Alfred | Dickson, Charles Scott | Helder, Augustus 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r.) | Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | Henderson, Alexander 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- Hermon-Hodge, Robert Trotter 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.Ger. W. (Leeds) | Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield | Hickman, Sir Alfred 


Banbury, Frederick George _| Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph Higginbottom, 8. W. 

Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) | Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred. D. | Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Bartley, George C. T. | Dorington, Sir John Edward Hobhouse, H. (Somerset, E). 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir M. Hicks | Doughty, George Hope, J. F. (Sheffield, B’side). 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. | Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | Horner, Frederick William 
Bignold, Arthur | Doxford, Sir William Theodore | Hoult, Joseph 

Bigwood, James | Duke, Henry Edward Houston, Robert Paterson 
Blundell, Colonel Henry | Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
Bond, Edward Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart | Howard, J. (Midd, Tottenham 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- | Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton Hozier, Hon. J. H.C. 


Boulnois, Edmund Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Bousfield, William Robert Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) | Hutton, J. (Yorks. N.R.) 


Bowles,Capt.H.F. (Middlesex) | Fardell, Sir T. George Jackson, Rt. Hon. W. Lawies 
Brassey, Albert Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St John | Fergusson, Rt.H.SirJ.(Mane’r. | Jessel, Capt. H. Merton 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu | Finch, George H. Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Brown, Alexander H. (Shrops.) | Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne) | Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Brymer, William Ernest | Firbank, Joseph Thomas Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Bull, William James | Fisher, William Hayes Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh 
Burdett-Coutts, W. | Fison, Frederick William Kenyon-Slane,y Col. W. (Salop 
Butcher, John George | Flannery, Sir Fortescue Keswick, William 
Camphell, Rt. H.J.A. (Glasgow | Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry | Kimber, Henry 

Carlile, William Walter | Flower, Ernest King, Sir H. Seymour 

Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. | Forster, Henry William Knowles, Lees 

Cautley, Henry Strother | Foster,Sir Mich. (Lond. Univ,) | Lambton, Hon. F. W. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) | Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) | Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbys.) | Galloway, William Johnson Law, Andrew Bonar 

Cayzer, Sir Charles William Gardner, Ernest Lawrence, J. (Monmouth) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | Garfit, William Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Gibbs,Hn.A.G.H.(City of Lon. | Lawson, John Grant 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J. (Birm. | Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (S. Albans, | Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Chamberlain, J. Austen(Wore’r | Godson, Sir Augustus Fred, Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 





Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry | Gordon, Hn.J.E. (Elgin& Nairn | Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Chapman, Edward | Gordon, Maj.Evans-(T’rH’mlts | Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Charrington, Spencer | Gore, Hn.G.R.C.Ormsby (Salop | Leigh-Bennett, H. C. 
Churchhill, Winston Spencer | Gore, Hn. 8. F. Ormsby- (Linc. | Leveson-Gower, F. N. 8. 
Clare, Octavius Leigh | Gorst, Rt. Ha. Sir John Eldon | Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Clive, Captain Percy A. | Goulding, Edward Alfred Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | Gray, Ernest (West Ham) | Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Coddington, Sir William | Green, Walf’rd D.(Wednesbury | Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Coghill, Douglas Harry | Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury | Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, S. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis | Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) | Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse | Grenfell, William Henry | Lowe, Francis William 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready | Gretton, John | Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. (Kent) 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | Groves, James Grimble Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Compton, Lord Alwyne Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill | Lucas, Col. F. (Lowestoft) 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas Gunter, Sir Robert | Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | Guthrie, Walter Murray | Lyttleton, Hon. Alfred 


Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | Hain, Edward | Macartney, Rt. Hon. W. G. E. 
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Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont, Col. H. L.B. (Cmbs 
M‘Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim, E. 
M‘Killop, J. (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W. F | 
Maxwell, Rt. Hn.SirH.E. Wig’n | 
Maxwell, W. J. H. (D’frieshire | 


Adjournment 





Maysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton | 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir F. G. 
Milton, Viscount 

Mitchell, William 

Molesworth, 


Sir Lewis 


| Rothschild, Hon. L. W. 


Moutague, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montague, Hn. J. Scott (Hants | 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N). 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) | 
Morgon, H. F. (Monm’thsh) 
Morrison. James Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mowbray, Sir R. Gray C., | 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute | 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis A. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nichol, Donald Ninian 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, H. P. (Darlington) 
Peel, H. W. R. W. 

Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. R. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


Main Question again proposed: Debate | 


arising ; 


It being after Midnight, 
stood adjourned. 


| Plummer, Walter R. 


| Renwick, George 

| Ridley, Hn M. W. (Stalybridge 
| Ridley, S. F. (Bethnal Green) 
| Richie, Rt. Hon. C. a. 

| Robertson, H. (Hackney) 

| Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 


| Round, James 


| Sadler, Col. S, Alexander 


| Sandys, Lt.-Col. T. Myles 
| Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


| Scott, Sir 8S. (Marylebone, W. 
| Seely, Capt. J. 


| Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (R’frew | 





of the House. 


Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Beniamin 
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Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. E. 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Major F. Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Rattigan, Sir W. H. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 


Remnant, J. Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 


Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. C. H. 

Sturt, Hon. H. Napier 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 

Talbot, Rt. Hn. J. G. (Ox. Un. 

Thorburn, Sir Walter 

Thornton, Percy M. 

Tollemache, Henry James 

| Tomlinson, W. E. M. 

| Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 

| Tuke, Sir John Batty 

| Valentia, Viscount, 

| Vincent, Col. SirC. E.H.(S'field 

| Vincent, Sir E. (Exeter) 

| Walker, Col. W. H. 

| Warde, Col. C. E. 

| Warr, Augustus Frederick 

| Wason, J. C. (Orkney) 

| Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(T’nton 

| Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts) 

| Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. L. 
Whiteley, H. (A’ton und. Lyne 
| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 

| Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 

| Willoughby, de Eresby, Lord 

* | Willox, Sir John Archibald 

| Wilson, A. S. (York, E. R.) 

| Wilson, John ( tlasgow) 

| Wilson, J. W. (Worcester, N. 

| Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 

Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E. R. (Bath) 

Worsley-Taylor, H. W. 

| Wortley, Rt. Hn. O. B. Stuart 

| Wylie, Alexander 

Smith, A. H. (Hereford, East | | Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 

Smith, J. P. (Lanarks) | Wyndham. Quinn, Major W.H. 

Smith, Hon W. F. D. (Strand | Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 





Ropner, Col. Robert 


Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford 


Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 


Saunderson, Rt. Hn Col. E. J 


K. B. (I. of W. 
Seton-Carr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


Spear, John Ward 


W. Bromwich | | TELLERS FOR THE NokEs,— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Spencer, Sir E. ( 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, E. J, (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 

Stewart, Sir M. J. M’Taggart | 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


the Debate 


Twelve o'clock. 








Adjourned at five minutes after 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 22nd January, 1902. 


Returns, 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


PETITIONS. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION. 


Petition from Swansea, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


ROYAL DECLARATION. 


Petitions against alteration of Law ;— 
from Streatham ; and, Chelmsford; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
Petition from Ashton on Ribble, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


SHOP CLUBS BILL. 
Petition from Kidderminster, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LOCAL REGISTRATION OF _ TITLE 
(IRELAND) ACT, 1891, AND SMALL 
DWELLINGS ACQUISITION ACT, 1899 
(RULES). 


Copy presented, of Rules, dated 31st 


{22 January 1902} 
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TRADE AND NAVIGATION. 
Copy ordered, “of Accounts relating 
to Trade and Navigation of the United 


Kingdom for each month during the year 
1902.” —(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 





POST OFFICE (NATIONAL TELEPHONE 
COMPANY). 

Copy ordered, “of Agreement, dated 
the 18th day of November, 1901, between 
His Majesty’s Post-master General and the 
National Telephone Company, Limited, 
with reference to the Exchange Area of 
London.” —(Jfr. Austen Chamberlain.) 





ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HIS 
MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


[FirtH Day's DEBATE] 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on main Question [16th Jan- 
uary], “That an humble Address be 
presented to His Majesty, as followeth :— 

“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 


‘We, Your Majesty's most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to 
Your Majesty for the Gracious Speech 
which Your Majesty has addressed to 
both Houses of Parliament.’*—(Colonel 
Harry M’Calmont). 


Main Question again proposed. 


July, 1901, made by the Judge nominated | 


as an additional Land Judge for the 
purposes of The Local Registration of 
Title (Ireland) Act, 1891, with the 
approval of the Lord Chancellor [by 
Act]; to lie upon the ‘Table. 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk 
Assistant :— 
LUNACY. 


Copy of Return of all sums received 
by the visitors of lunatics for travelling 
expenses, or upon any other account, 
from 1st January to 3lst December, 1901 
[by Act]. 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION. 


Return ordered, “of the number of 
Aliens that arrived from the Continent 
at ports in the United Kingdom in each 
month of the year 1902.”"—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


VOL. CI. [FourtH SErizs. | 


BRITISH INTERESTS IN PERSIA. 

(12.10.) Mr. JOSEPH WALTON 
(Yorkshire, W. R., Barnsley): The 
Amendment which I have to propose is— 

** And we humbly represent to Your Majesty 
that it is essential that adequate measures 
should be taken for the safeguarding of the 
commercial and political interests of the 
British Empire in Persia.” 

I notice that a colleague of mine 
on this side of the House (the member 
for Merthyr Tydvil), has put down an 
Amendment to my Amendment; he 
would have British commercial and 
political interests safeguarded through- 

out the whole world, and therefore, his 
Amendment includes mine. But I ven- 
ture to say it is more convenient that 
we should not enlarge the scope of our 
| survey on this occasion, and that the 
| situation in Persia, especially in relation 
'to the maintenance in the future of 
Z 
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our Indian Empire is ample subject for 
the consideration of this House at this 
particular sitting. Now with regard to 
the Amendment [| feel inclined to say, 
perhaps more strongly than ever I did 
—believing as I do that in foreign 
affairs as regards the question of uphold- 
ing the commercial and politica] interest 
of this country we ought to know no 
Party—‘‘ A plague on all your Parties,”’ 
because | am convinced that the Amend- 
ment I have put down is, in its terms. 
one which, apart from the question of 
Party, would command the assent and 
unanimous approval of the whole 
House. 


With regard to the situation in Persia | 


to-day, I desire to draw the attention of 
the House to what has been, and in my 
opinion wisely so, the traditional policy 
of this country ever since we acquired our 
great Indian Empire. We have always 
felt—and successive Ministers, whether 
Tory or Liberal, have felt—that the true 
policy of this country with regard to 
Persia was to maintain its independence 
and integrity, and the open door for trade 
throughout the Empire. That policy 
was declared by both the Govern- 
ments of Russia and Great Britain in 
1834, and these declarations have been 
repeatedly renewed from that time until 
now. It is desirable that Persia should 
be maintained as an independant neutral 
buffer state, because it lies on the land 
frontier of our Indian Empire and 
because it also possesses an extensive sea 
board adjacent to the sea-board of that 
Empire. Perhaps it is of even greater 
importance that this condition of affairs 
as regards Persia should be maintained 
than it is in the case of Afghanistan, 
where there is merely a land frontier, for 
between the frontier of Afghanistan 
proper and our Indian frontier there is a 
considerable mountainous neutral zone. 
Therefore I regard the question of the 
maintenance of the integrity and inde- 
pendence of Persia as of greater impor- 
tance than the maintenance of the 
independence and integrity of Afghani- | 
stan. Nowas toour commercial interests 
in Persia, We had a considerable trade | 
in North Persia, through Kars and | 
Batoum, but under the Treaty of Berlin 
those places were ceded to Russia, and | 
whereas previously to the cession only a 
small Turkish Transit Tariff was imposed 
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conclusion of the Treaty of Berlin Russia, 


i] 


having obtained possession of Kars and 
Batoum, put her full protective tariff on 
all British goods intended not for 
consumption in Russia, but merely in 
transit to Persia, the same tariff in fact 
as is put on goods sent to Russia for 
consumption in that country. In that way, 
and by shutting out every other flag 
but the Russian, from the Caspian Sea, 
Russia has succeeded in increasing her 
trade with Northern Persia, and not only 
did she put on these full protective tariffs, 
but goods produced in Russia for export 
to Persia are conveyed over the Russian 
Railways at less than the rates of 
carriage charged on the goods of other 


nations. Thus’ lkritish commerce in 
Northern Persia has been almost ex- 
tinguished. What has been our policy 


on the Persian Gulf and in Southern 
Persia? The Persian Gulf was infested 
by pirates. We had a considerable trade 
in Southern Persia, and I am glad to know 
that we still have it. We have, as the 
House knows, policed the Persian Gulf, 
and we have absolutely repressed and 
extinguished piracy. But we have not 
done it for our own exclusive advantage, 
as Russia has acted in closing the Caspian 
Sea to the flags of all other nations, and 
putting on protective tariffs in order to 
prevent British goods going through Kars 
and Batoum into Northern Persia. We 
have policed the Persian Gulf equally in 
the interests of the goods and ships of all 
nations. I am glad we have set this 
example to Russia and other nations. 

We have heard a good deal about an 
understanding with Russia. I desire a 
good understanding with Russia, but | 
desire also an equitable understanding, 
and [ ask you to remember how difficult 
it must be for a free trade country like 
England, commercially considered, to get 
an equitable understanding with a pro- 
tectionist country like Russia. What is 
the case in regard to Russia? She has 
put on prohibitive tariffs in order to 
exclude British goods from Northern 
Persia, and by her coasting arrangements, 
called, she has imposed in the 
territories she possesses north of 
Manchuria high protective tariffs, and 
if goods are to be sent from the 
3altic or from the Black Sea round to 
that portion of the Russian Empire they 
‘an only be sent in Russian steamers. 
In that way we find that the tendency of 


sO 


on British goods, subsequently to the Russia to put this prohibitive protec: 
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tionist system in force is such as will 
make it difficult, as far as commerce goes, 
for a mutually advantageous and equitable 
arrangement to be arrived at. I never- 
theless desire that an arrangement should 
be come to, and these difficulties over- 
come. I admire in Russia her enterprise, 
and the means she takes to promote her 
commercial and political interests. Take 
the case of Northern Persia for instance. 
Russia has unhesitatingly constructed 
good roads down to the three principal 
centres of trade in Northern Persia. 
She has built a good road from the 
Caspian Sea to ‘Teheran, another to 
Tabriz, and another to Astrabad, and 
when it became a question of money, the 
Russian Government did not hesitate for 
one moment to find £170,000, one half of 
the cost of making the road to Teheran 
in the commercial and political interests 
of Russia. Now, take the case of Southern 
Persia. We fortunately still maintain 
our commercial supremacy in that region. 
In the year 1900 the total quantity goods 
inwards and outwards from the Persian 
Gulf was 963,000, and of this 766,000, or 
80 per cent. was British trade, so far as 
carrying at any rate goes. In 1900 the 
Russian and German trade was nil, but 
since then, as the House knows, the 
Russian Government have begun to 
subsiclise a line of steamers from Odessa 
to the Persian Gulf in order to create 
trade with Southern Persia. I can only 
say that I admire the Russian Govern- 
ment for their enterprise. But we must 
not leave out of consideration the fact 
that we have an enormously difficult, and, 
in fact, an abnormal competition to con- 
tend with, and, therefore, it may be wise 
that we should reconsider our policy if 
we are desirous of maintaining the com- 
mercial interests of England.in South 
Persia. In my opinion not only is the 
British Government deeply interested in 
upholding British commercial interests in 
Persia, but so also is the Indian Govern- 
ment, and, therefore, whatever may 
be done to assist the upholding and 
extension of our commercial interests 
there, might reasonably be expected to 
be done partly by the Indian Govern- 
ment and partly by the Home Govern- 
ment. As I have pointed out to the 
House, Russia has constructed no fewe 
than three roads down into Persia from 


the north in order to increase the 


facilities for the transport of Russian 
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| goods to consumers in Persia. I submit 
‘that it is desirable and essential, if we 
are to maintain the predominance of 
British commercial interests in South 
| Persia, that we should reconsider our 
| position and be prepared to go some- 
what on the same lines as the Russian 
|Government. It is idle to attempt 
‘to adhere to the methods of the past, 
/when you have foreign nations and 
foreign Governments adopting new 
methods of conquering further regions 
in favour of their commerce as against 
ours. A new road has been opened up 
‘from the Persian Gulf to the centre of 
Persia to facilitate trade, and I may 
point out to the House that on this new 
road foreign nations enjoy equal facilities 
with the British nation. Nevertheless, 
I consid r it desirable that the British 
nation should provide other facilities for 
increasing our tradeand commerce, byth ° 
creation of good roads and good means 
of communication between the sea-board 
of the Persian Gulf and the interior of 
Persia. I had the pleasure of travelling 
over the new trade route from Ispahan 
to Ahwaz, and I wish, in connection 
with the contemplated reform of the 
procedure of this House, that the Gov- 
ernment couldarrange that, in discussing 


the King’s Speech. 


matters such as that on which I am 
attempting to speak to the House 


to day, for us to have a large map hung 
within our sight. ‘There are many hon. 
Members who may not take a very 
special interest in this question, and if 
we had a map and were able to refer to 
it, it would help to make one’s remarks 
more intelligible. When I speak of the 
new caravan route from Ispahan to 
Ahwaz I question, with all deference to 
hon. Members, whether 19 out of 20 
of them are able actually to locate the 
places. I will only say, therefore, that the 
old main trade route from the Persian 
Gulf through Bushire and _ Shiraz 
formerly occupied something like from 
/35 to 40 days to cover by means of 
‘caravans. But I travelled over the new 
/route in 15 days. It is clear, therefore, 
that it is a much shorter and necessarily 
-a much cheaper route, by which to send 
_ British Goods from the Persian Gulf into 


| the centre of Persia. But there is another 
/road which, in my opinion, ought to be 


made by British enterprise in the interests 


| of British commerce, and it is a road from 


Z2 





579 Address in Answer to 
Bunder Abbas,through Kerman to ispahan. 
We have lately got concession to make an 
extension of the Indo-European telegraph 
system from Ispahan, and it is eminently 
desirable, as hon. Members will see, that we 
should have a road along the line of the 


telegraph system from Ispahan to Kerman | 


I hope too, that the Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs will be able to tell us that 
His Majesty’s Government intend to place 
at Kerman, which is an important centre 
of Persian trade, a British Consul to look 
after British interests, so as to follow up 
the excellent work done by Major Sykes, 
who was, until recently, our representative 
there. The country from Kerman to 


Ispahan is comparatively level, and a road | 


mace on that route would be of great 
value to British commercial interests. At 
the present moment Russia has got a road 
from the Caspian Sea to Zeheran, and the 
british Imperial Bank of Persia has con- 
structed a road from Teheran southwards 


about 100 miles to a place called Kum. | 


We should endeavour to arrange for the 
concession, in British interests, of an ex- 
tenced road to [spahan, with connecting 
roads to Kermanshah and Sultanabad. 

{ think that in the case of Persia, 
as im the case of China, we ought 
to be able to come toa friendly under- 
standing with Russia, as to 
are to be our 


as regards railway construction. I ven- 
ture to submit that, in connection with 
concessions for the construction of new 
roads, we ought also to have recognised 
in South Persia a priority of right sooner 


or later to construct any railways which | 
may be required along these roads, and | 


which the Persian Government does not 
find itself able to undertake, whilst we 


should not object to Russia having similar | 


priority of rights in Northern Persia. 


We made an arrangement of this nature | 
with Russia in regard to China, and [| 


should desire to see it repeated in 
the case of Persia. There is another 
trade route into Persia which we have 
recently opened up with a view, if possible, 


of retaining some portion of the trade of | 


The Quetta-Nushki trade 
route is a route in which one who 
was a Member of this House for 
many years, and who now occupies 


North Persia. 


the highest position perhaps, under the | 


British Crown —I mean Lord jCurzon— 
has taken the keenest possible interest. 
It is the route from Quetta to the 
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which | 
respective spheres of | 
influence and our spheres of practical action | 
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| Baluchistan frontier not far south of the 
frontier of Afganistan and then through 
| Seistan to Meshed. We commenced trading 
| by that new route only about five years 
ago, and, whereas, in the first of the five 
years the trade done amounted to about 
five lakhs of rupees, the trade in the last 
year was at the rate of 16 lakhs of rupees 
_per annum. That is eminently satis- 
factory. But I am afraid that our Russian 
friends are a little jealous of our getting 
any portion of the trade of North 
Persia by that route. What is happen- 
ing? We find the Russians representing 
to the Persians that there is very grave 
danger of plague being introduced into 
Persia by caravans entering the country 
by the Quetta-Nushki route. We know 
that ten days is the full time in which the 
plague is developed. We know too, that 
it takes much more than ten days for a 
caravan to travel along that route before 
it touches Persian territory, and, therefore, 
it is obvious that all fear of plague must 
be gone long before our caravans reach 
Persia. The Russians, however, induced 
the Persian Government to allow them to 
send Russian doctors into Seistan and 
Meshed, and by this means there has 
_ been considerable interference with British 
; caravans. [ hope that the Under Secre- 
tary will be able to give us some re-assuring 
information with regard to this matter, 
and some promise that the British Govern- 
|ment are determined that British trade 
|on this route shall not be unduly inter- 
|fered with. We do not object to fair 
competition, but it is intolerable if our 
caravans are to be stopped on Persian 
territory by Russian doctors. 


Then again, in order to uphold our com 
mercial interests in the very large district 
of Seistan, which is adjacent to our British 
Baluchistan frontier, we need to have 
without delay a railway constructed from 
Quetta. We also require a telegraph 
‘to the British Baluchistan frontier. 
| This is not aggressive action on our part. 

It is not a measure of menance, because, 
‘at the present moment, Russia is busily 
engaged in constructing a railway from 
her trans-Caspian frontier down to 
| Sarrakhs, on her frontier. Therefore, if 

we undertake the construction of such 
‘line of railway and telegraphs in British 
commercial and political interests, we 
|should only be doing what Russia is 
‘doing elsewhere in order to maintain 
\ her predominant position in North 
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Persia. I do not consider that, in 
taking similar steps in South Persia, 


where our trade and commerce are pre- | 
dominant, we are guilty of any aggressive | 


or menacing action whatever; we are 
merely exercising wisdom in upholding 


those just rights and commercial interests | 


which every nation that wishes to enjoy 
prosperity is bound to maintain. Now, 


there is no question that British influence | 
has declined in Persia in recent years. | 


In my opinion the gravest mistake that 


has been made, and the greatest blow | 


inflicted upon British infiuence in Persia, 


was the refusal of the Government to | 


guarantee the two and a half millions 
loan to Persia in 1900. It was offered 
to us repeatedly. It is amply secured, 
and more than amply secured, on the 
Custums receipts of Persia, apart alto- 
gether from the Customs receipts of Fars 
and the Persian Gulf ports, at which, as 
was gathered from the reply to a question 
put by an hon. Member the other day, 
were the Customsallocated in satisfaction 
of this loan. Hon. Members know, of 
course, that the Government of Persia 
is a somewhat impecunious one, and 
they can see that to hand over the 
financial control of the country in this 
way to Russia would be to give her a 
practical advantageover us that she ought 
never to have. The fact is, that in the 
interests of British India alone, apart 
altogether from the commercial interests 
of Great Britain, it was a great act of folly 
not to guarantee thisloan. What were the 
consequences which followed the refusal 
of the British Government to guarantee 
it? The Russian Government stepped 
in and guaranteed it, and, in so doing, 

imposed terms and conditions unfavour- 
able to British commerce, which the 
British Government would 
imposed as against Russian commerce. 
They debarred Persia from contracting 
any foreign loan before the year 1910, 
and they debarred her also from giving 
any railway concession whatever in Persia 
till after the same year. That last 
provision appears to me to indicate some- 
what that Russia, having her trans- | 
Siberian and ('aspian Railways in hand. | 
did not wish the question of constructing 
railways in Persia raised in the immediate 
future. It was a convenient way of | 
holding the matter over until she was in | 
a position to take a large share in the | 
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| work. That was clever diplomacy. It is 
|a serious thing that the Persian Govern- 
|ment is bound by the Russian Govern- 
ment not to grant any railway concession 
to any British subject until after 1910. 
But I think it is still more serious that 
she is debarred from contracting any loan 
with any persons or nation other than 
| Russia. It is unfortunate that the Gov- 
ernment in Persia is somewhat impe- 
cunious, as it is almost certain that, in 
| the not remote future, Persia will require 
a further loan ; and it must therefore, be 
obvious to hon. Members that Russia, 
in face of the agreement and stipulations 
I have referred to, is in a position to 
impose practically whatever conditions 
she chooses upon Persia. It is true that 
the agreement which sets forth that Persia 
shall not give any railway concession 
| before 1910 may be abrogated by mutual 
consent. In all probability it will be, 
and we may then find, in connection with 
any further loan to Persia from Russia, 
that the latter power has got a railway 
concession for the continuation of the 
line now building to Sarrakhs down 
through Seistan to Bunder Abbas with 
a branch to Meshed. It is quite possible, 
also, that there may be another branch 
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line by Kerman, Yezd to Ispahan, 
Teheran, and Enzeli, with probably 
connections to Kermanshah, ‘Tabriz, 


and Tiflis. Supposing some fine day we 
wake up to the fact that an arrangement 
of this sort has been concluded, and that 
Russia has also secured the lease of a 
harbour in the Persian Gulf. We know 
what in the long run that would lead to, 
| We know that at first it would be a strictly 
commercial harbour, but that ultimately 
it would be a strongly fortified naval base. 
We must consider the future in the light 
of the history of the past. What amazes 
me more than anything else is that appar- 
ently our Government “and Foreign Office 
learn nothing from past experience. 

[ want to press on the Under Secretary 
of State, who has, I hope, a long and useful 
career in front of him, that the policy of 
| shutting our eyes to the lessons gained in 
the past—lessons which ought to be 
‘turned to the advantage ‘of British 
interests in the present—must be 


| abandoned. What do I advocate ? 
is no use condemning the 


| Russians for exhibiting a spirit of 


| onter prise with regard to their interests 
in Persia unless I “have some alternative 


Hon. 


policy. Members will note that I 
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am asking not for an alternative Govern- 
ment, but an alternative policy in the 
commercial interests of this country, a 
policy which will be supported by men 
of both parties. My alternative policy is 
that which I indicated earlier in my 
speech, viz., that I think we ought to 
intimate distinctly to the Persian Govern- 
ment that, as regards South Persia, we 
intend to claim priority of right for 
constructing such railways as the Persian 
Government will not themselves con- 
struct. We do not desire to interfere 
with Russia having the same priority of 
right in Northern Persia. The sort of 
sphere of influence which has been given 
in China with regard to railway con- 
struction, can be given in Persia without 
interfering with the independence and 
sovereign rights of that country. I 
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desire that Persia shall be preserved to | 
the Persians, and all I would require is | 


that our trade rights, without the im- 
position of any protective tariff, shall be 
maintained by the Government. There is 


another matter which is engaging the | 


attention of Russia in Persia. The fiscal 
system of Persia is based on the treaty 
of 1828, which provides for an all round 
5 per cent. ad valorem duty being levied 
on all imports. At the present moment 
Russia is negotiating with the Persian 
Government a new commercial treaty, to 
be substituted for the 1828 treaty, and 
she is endeavouring to secure that certain 
goods she sends into Persia, shall be 
subjected to a lower duty than 5 per 
cent. 
Russian goods shall pay 3 per cent., 
whereas, on the other hand, the duty 
on tea, which is mainly imported from 
the British Empire, is to be raised from 
5 to 8 per cent. Russia says that there 
is no interference with the most favoured 
nation clause in this case, because the 
duty would apply to all the tea imported 


The suggestion is, I believe, that | 


from whatever country it may come, and | 


that therefore if the tea were sent from 
Russia it would also pay the 8 per cent. 
But the fact happens to be that the tea 
is not sent by Russia. It is almost ex- 
clusively sent by England, and although 
in one sense you may say that the most 
favoured nation clause is not interfered 
with, yet, in a very practical sense, a 
burden is placed on British trade with 
Persia in tea, while it is taken off Russian 
commodities sent to Persia. 

I venture to submit to the Under Sec- 
retary for Foreign Affairs that it is 
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eminently desirable, considering the im- 
portance of British trade in Persia, that 
when the question of a new commercial 
treaty is under consideration we should, 
equally with Russia, have direct negotia- 
tions with the Persian Government on 
the subject. I am bound to say that 
when I was in Teheran | found that the 
British Minister there was exercising 
vigilance and activity in ascertaining 
exactly what was going on, and endeay- 
ouring to protect British commercial 
interests. ‘I believe he :was duving as 
much as he possibly could do. But | 
want a little more done, I want our 
Minister at Teheran to be backed up 
more strongly by the authorities at home. 
I want the British Government to claim 
that our commercial interests in Persia 
are of so important a character that we 
cannot have these negotiations going on 
with Russia, to a certain extent behind 
our back, to the possible prejudice of 
the future of British trade. I have raised 
this question of the present situation in 
Persia to-day largely because of a sue- 
cession of articles of a most astonishing 
character, which have appeared recently 
in British Reviews and British news- 
papers, which had been going out of 
their way to invite Russia to come down 
to the Persian Gulf. I could not con- 
ceive anything more disastrous to British 
interests than that, and I may say frankly, 
that after meeting many officials in Persia, 
and many of the best informed commercial 
men there, I went on to India and therel 
met many high officials, both in civil and 
military circles. and I found only one 
opinion among them, viz., that it would 
be disastrous, and that it would endanger 
the future of our Indian Empire if the 
status quo of our traditional policy with re- 
gard to Persia and the Persians were 
departed from, I may quote with regard 
to the suggestion directly inviting Russia 
to come down into the Persian Gulf, the 
opinion of the man who, I venture to say, 
of all others knows more about Persia and 
who, in his present position, knows more 
as to what would be the effect, so far 
as our Indian Empire is concerned, of 
Russia accepting the invitation to come 
down into the Persian Gulf, and there 
acquire a port, which possibly would 
ultimately become a naval base. I have 
here a quotation from a book written in 
1892, in which the author says :— 

‘*I should regard the concession of a port 
upon the Persian Gulf to Russia by any Power 
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as a deliberate insult to Great Britain, as a | 
wanton rupture of the status quo, and as an 

intentional provocation to war, and I should 

impeach the British Minister who was guilty of | 
acquiescing in such asurrender as a traitor to 

his country.” 

That is strong language. It is the 
language of Lord Curzon, the present 
Viceroy of India, a man who, perhapsof all 
others, has taken the deepest interest in 
Persia, and in India, and who by travel, 
by research, and by study has qualified 
himself beyond any other man to express 
an opinion as to what would be the 
effect of letting Russia into the Persian 
Gulf, so far as the interests of our Indian 
Empire are concerned, I am glad to 
know that, although I make this quota- 
tion, I have not to charge the Govern- 
ment with giving any indication of the 
fact that they are not in absolute 
agreement with the view expressed in 
this book upon Persia by Lord Curzon, 
I should like to read from The Times the 
words which fell on Thursday night from 
the lips of the Under Secretary for 
Foreign affairs in regard to this matter. 
He said : 

‘*There was no change in the attitude main- 
tained by the British Government in the affairs 
of the Persian Gulf. Our position in the 
Persian Gulf, both commercially and politically, 
was one of a very special character, and His 
Majesty’s Government had always considered 
that the ascendancy of Great Britain in the 
Persian Gulf was the foundation of British 
policy. This was not merely a question of 
theory ; it wasa statement of facts. Our trade 
interests there far exceeded those of any other 
country. Our recognised maritime supremacy 
secured our political acendancy.” 

It was a great satisfaction to me to hear 
that declaration. I did think, neverthe- 
less, it would be desirable to-day that 
we should have a discussion on this 
subject of the situation in Persia, and 
the policy which ought to be pursued 
in regard to it In the interests of our 
Indian Empire, and that it could not be 
without advantage at any rate in giving 
a sort of death blow to the kind of 
writing which has recently been found 
in certain British Reviews and news- | 
papers, who have desired to extend an, 
invitation to Russia to come down into 
the Persian Gulf. I maintain that it is 
to-day more than ever the duty of the 
Government to maintain intact the 
just commercial rights and privileges of 
the British Empire all over the world. 

I naturally desired to extend my 
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Amendment to China as well as Persia. 
I am glad to recognise that the Govern- 
ment are doing all in their power to secure 
greater facilities for British trade in 
China, and I gladly and frankly acknow- 
ledge that, from the latest information 
I have received, I have every hope that 
great success will crown their efforts. 
But what I desire to point out is, that 
whereas during the last three years 
we have had in this country a period of 
abounding commercial prosperity, to- 
day we are face to face, in all human 
probability, with an equally long period 
of severe commercial depression. It 
is alarming to me when I learn 
how severe the competition between 
Britishers and other nations is likely to 
become in this time of commercial 
trouble. Only the other day the Cor- 
poration of Manchester gave out a 
contract for electrical appliances to a 
German firm for £110,000, the lowest 
offer by a British firm having been 
£136,000. Again there is the case of 
New Zealand. Although we know the 
warm feelings of attachment and _ friend- 
ship on the part of our fellow citizens 
there towards the Mother Country, they 
gave a large contract for bridge build- 
ing work to an American firm because 
they got it immensely cheaper than from 
any British firm. When we know the 
tremendous financial burden which is 
going to rest on this country for years 
to come in consequence of the calami- 
tous South African War, and when 
too, we know that the burden of tax- 
ation instead of decreasing, is likely to 
be increased in the near future, and that 
in connection with that increase we have 
to contemplate a serious depression in 
our commerce, then I am afraid that the 
situation in which the country will find 
itself will be very deplorable indeed, and 
therefore I submit that if ever there was 
atime when we should strike out into 
new paths itis now. The Government, 
instead of saying “we do not guarantee 
foreign loans,” or ‘we do not give 
subsidies for the construction of roads in 
foreign te>iitories,” should admit that 
this is a time for looking towards the 
future. Bearing in mind the methods 
adopted by foreign nations to maintain 
and extend their commercial interests, 
| we must to a certain extent abandon 
| our old methods and be prepared to 
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adopt new ones. I would submit | well as having turned the flank of the 
to the noble Lord the Secretary of | natural mountainous frontier of India, we 
State for India that it would be in- | would be bound to increase our defence 
rong A “ “a oe “" India | ty in India, ene if we gay I am 
that the British and Indian Govern- | told by experts, that we would be bound 
ments should join in guaranteeing loans | to increase the number of British troops 
for the construction of free roads from | pro rata with the native troops. We have 
the Persian Gulf to the interior of Persia, now 70,000 British troops in India, and, if 
to facilitate British trade in the same way | by reason of sitting still and neglecting 
that the Russian Government have to uphold our just rights in Persia, and 
constructed three roads down from maintain the status quo, where are we 
the north of Persia in the interests of | going to get the other 70,000 British 
Russian trade. I believe that this is a | troops to add to the 70,000 already there, 
time when we must make new departures, | without denuding the United Kingdom 
and I hope that the Government will | of the forces necessary to uphold our 
favourably consider my suggestion. It jnterests in other parts of the British 
is not put forward in any party spirit. Empire? I submit to hon. Members 
Its sole object is to benefit British trade | that this question which I have ventured 
“a a 7 ee a |e raise to-day is a most important 
rid corre .— ree ee i kwh | question. It is much more important 
aeta saie ; Any eng ore, think we than it appears at the first glance. I 
; : i oteneeen - 
ae tena dee eee oe ake ae oor the have received a considerable amount of 
3 "i Tort O > par j 
: Ene part of the | chaff from hon. Members as to what on 
Government to uphold British commercial F os 
. : : /earth is the good of raising at the 
interests in Persia and elsewhere. n Persi 
r ; wy eyes . | present moment a debate on Persia; 
There is a further responsibility resting . 
: » - © | that the people did not care—I will not 
on them. I submit that to give Russia a tla at ith 
Lc rem a. +77... | use the usual adjective—for it, and there 
port on the Persian Gulf, which, possibly, | 
: ’? | would not be half a dozen Members 
would ultimately be made a naval base, | ~~ 5 Mins walete the ettidh aati 
connected with the railway system of the | weg t a Any : ria = oh ities 
Russian Empire, would alter the whole | maa <a — ms Sark a a — 
situation in the East. It would enable | °Y We h rage 1" goto’ oe baile 
Russia to turn the flank of our natural | distinguis wea and by which they bul 
/up the greatest Empire ever existent on 


N.W. mountainous frontier in India, and ; : : 
it would certainly necessitate an enormous earth, they will not occupy their minds 
South African affairs only, 


increase in the defensive forces of India, With _ , 
both by land and sea. Having taken upon | but give due attention to. safeguard- 
ourselves the responsibility of guiding the | 15g and upholding their just rights 
destinies of 300,000,000 of people in in other parts of the world. It is in 
India, it is our duty rigidly to safeguard | that belief that I have made my state: 
their interests against any aggressive or | ment in regard to Persia, and that I 
menacing action, by a firm, judicious, and | move the Amendment standing in my 
wise upholding of our interests in Persia, | name. 

and by the maintenance of the status quo 

there, so as to prevent the possibility of | *(1.6.) EarL PERCY (Kensington, 
the native population having their burdens | South): I think we will be all able to 
largely added to, by being called upon to | congratulate the hon. Member for 
find millions of money additional every Barnsley in having made a_ most 
year in order to provide for the increased interesting and instructive speech upon 
military forces which such an alteration g subject which is of very great im- 
in the position of affairs, would neces- | portance, and upon which I do not 
sarily demand, without any regard what- | recollect that there has even been 4 
ever to any unfriendly feeling on the | debate since I had the honour of a seat 
part of Russia. We must provide for the |jn this House. We may congratulate 
contingency that Russia desires to make | the hon. Member on the fact that he 
an attack upon India, and take the Indian set given to his speech, what is not 
Empire from England. But I say if such | oat; 

a condition of affairs existed, that if we jalways characteristic of speeches on 
had Russia with a naval base on the flank | foreign affairs, a practical turn. He 
of our road to India and the Far East, as|has not confined himself to giving 


Mr. Joseph Walton, 
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rambling recollections of a traveller; 
he has given to the House the outlines 
of a rational and consistent policy. | 
do not propose to follow the hon. 
Gentleman into the discussion of the 
rumours which have been current 
lately with regard to the possible ac- 
quisition by the Russian Government 
of the concession of a port on the 
Persian Gulf, and of a railway to 
connect that port with the Trans- 
Caspian Railway. Such rumours have 
been current for a long time past, ever 
since the date of the secret agreement 
of General Kuropotkin in 1885. When 
travelling in that region, three years 
ago, 1 received information from what 
I thought reliable native sources, that 
even at that time a concession had 
been signed by the Persian Government, 
giving Russia the right of access to the 
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fi 


| 
| 





port of Bandar Abbas. I attach less 
importance to rumours of that kind | 
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Abbas, could possibly pay. Hon. Mem- 
bers may recollect that it was the opinion 
of the present Viceroy of India that 
no railway made in Persia could possibly 
pay, after construction, for four or five 
years, and that is still more true of the 


| railway to which I have referred, which 


would encounter the maximum of physical 
obstacles. Moreover, it would run counter 
to the geographical features of the trade 
routes which lie N.W. and S8.E., not 
N. and §., and the practical result of 
such a railway would be to advantage 
British trade by enabling us to compete 
more successfully than we can at pre- 
sent, in the markets of Meshed and 
Khorassan, in the north-west of Persia, 
from which it is the principal object 
of Russia to exclude us. I do not deny 
that both the acquisition of a port, and 
the construction of a railway, would be 
very valuable to Russia from a strategic 
point of view. The railway would enable 
her to command the roads to Herat and 


because, in the first place, I am rather | Farrah-Kandahar, and to threaten the 


inclined to doubt whether the real, as 
opposed to the ostensible 


I | flank of our West Indian frontier and 
object of | Beluchistan. I 


do not think it can 


Russia, is directed to that port at all.| be denied that, with the expenditure 


But even if such were her ambition, | of a 


considerable amount of money, 


the realisation would be absolutely im-|the Port of Bundar Abbas could be 
possible without a reversal, on our part, | made into a strong naval base, but I 
of our traditional policy as regards the| think it is far more probable that, if 


Persian Gulf. 


It is not unreasonable | Russia had any such desire, she would 


that people in this country should | not apply for a concession at Bundar 


imagine that if 
commercial outlet on the Persian Gulf 
she should seek it at Bandar Abbas, which 
isthe only port where she has even an 
insignificant trade; but, on the other 
hand, it must be remembered, Bundar 
Abbas is by no means an ideal com- 








mercial port. It has a very small popu- 
lation, mostly Hindu; its climate is 
almost as bad as that of Muscat. The 
story may be remembered that when a 
Shiek of Muscat died and went to a 
place not supposed to be very cold, he 
sent back to this world for his blankets ! 
In the second place, the Port of Bundar 
Abbas has no deep-water anchorage 
nearer shore than four miles, and has 
no facilities for landing either passengers 
oreargo. It would be more natural if 
Russia wished for a port in that district, 
that she should go to the Port of Lingah, 
where there is a deep-water anchorage 
hearer shore, a breakwater, and a wet dock. 
Turning from the port tothe railway, I do 
not believe that such a railway, connecting 
the Trans-Caspian Railway with Bundar 





Russia wishes for a! Abbas unless she also held the islands 


of Kishm, Ormuzd, and Kharak. Russia, 
for this purpose, is more likely to fix her 
eyes on the deep water harbour which 
lies between Kishm and Hengam, where 
there is an easy entrance and a safe 
anchorage for the largest ships of war, 
and which was actually recommended 
by Sir John Malcolm to Lord Wellesley 
in 1800. 

Although there is a great deal to be 
said from the strategic stand point, I do 
not think that it is really profitable to 
enter into a discussion of the question 
at any length this evening, because 1 am 
perfectly convinced that those concessions 
could never be granted without an entire 
reversal of the policy of His Majesty’s 
Government. Ridiculous as the claim of 
Russia has always seemed to bein my judg- 
ment—a country which has a Gulf trade 
of no more than £750 a year—to have 
territorial facilities that we, with a trade 
of three million pounds, do not possess— 
I do not imagine for a moment that 
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Address in Answer to 
there is any competent naval strategist | 
or responsible statesman in this country, | 
on whatever side of the House he sits, | 
who would suggest that we should yield | 
to that claim, if it were dictated by | 
no other than political considerations and | 
with a hostile design. If I may express | 
my opinion for what it is worth, I do not ! 
believe that if Russia comes down to the 
Persian Gulf she would come down in 
times of peace or in the guise of a com- 
mercial traveller. It is far more probable 
that her descent would be the crowning 
act of a successful and almost certainly 
an unexpected war; and that the 
avenue of her descent would be, not 
the salt deserts and the mountain 
ranges of South East Persia, but along 
the fertile valleys of the Tigris and the 
Euphrates, which will some day rival 
Egypt asone of the granaries of the world. 
I do not want to follow the hon. Member 
for Barnsley at any length into the 
question of the policy or the methods 
pursued by the Russian Government of 
late years; because, in the first place, 
these methods are not new, and, in the 
second place, because they constitute no 
ground for an attack on His Majesty’s 
Government. It may be regretted that | 
Russia should adopt an attitude, which, | 
even those in favour of a friendly under- | 
standing with her, can hardly describe as | 
friendly ; that she should oppose Persia’s | 
acceptance of a British loan (and the | 
Government was mistaken in not at | 
once concluding the proposed loan in 
1900), that she should impose a fiscal 
policy on the Persian Government, | 
directly unfriendly to ourselves, and of 
which we disapprove, and that she should 
have used her influence to veto the con- 
struction of railways in Persia until 1910. 
Those are very regrettable evidences of 
the intentions of the Russian Government 
in approaching the Persian problem. She 
has more than once interferedto prevent 
the acceptance of British loans by Persia, 
she has opposed uniformly the enter- 
prise of the Imperial Bank of Persia, and 
she extorted from the Shah the Conven- 
tion which gave her the right of veto on | 
the construction of railways as far back as 
1889. However much we may regret all | 
that, it does not constitute a ground of 
attack against His Majesty’s Government. 

But we have no right in these matters to 
dictate to the Persian Government, pro- 


Earl Percy. 
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vided the Government recognises our 
treaty rights, and does not infringe 
them. As regards the customs tariff, 
the raising of the duties upon imports, 
which come from England more than 
from any other country, would at 
all events be opposed to the spirit 
of, .not to the letter of, these 
treaty rights. Provided the Persian 
Government recognises our rights as to 
the customs tariff, and as to facilities for 
transport in the interior, then I think 
we are bound to allow it to manage or 
mismanage its own affairs as it pleases. 
I believe there can be no more fatal 
delusion than to imagine that you can 
force reforms on an Eastern people 
against their will, and the only result of 
any attempt at coercion, even if coercion 
be practicable, is that it arouses a spirit 
of reaction which sets you further back 
than if coercion were never attempted, 
and I think I will carry the general 
sense of the House ‘with me when I say 
that the proper method is to carry with 
us the sympathy of the people of these 
Oriental countries, even more than the 
sympathy of their Governments, and to 
persuade them that their interests are 
identical with ours. That is the policy 
we have pursued with regard to Persia 
in the past. Wedo not desire, and I hope 
we shall never possess, an inch of Persian 
territory. When we had taken what 
might have been most valuable acquisi- 
tions as a result on the last Anglo 
Persian War, we voluntarily, and 
of our own accord, gave them up. 
There is practical evidence of our 
interest, esteem, and sympathy a 
regards Persia in our great institutions in 


| that country which have contributed most 


materially to its prosperity and general 
security. I refer to the Imperial Bank, the 
great telegraph department, and the opening 
up of the waterways to inland navigation. 
I trust that we shall not only carry with 


/us the sympathy of the people of those 


countries in what we do, but that we will 
show no petty spirit with regard to re 
forms initiated by other countries. I am 
thinking more particularly of the contrd 


of the customs by Belgian officials, which 


has been extraordinarily successful, and 
| which has added, in the course of avery few 
| years, a revenue to the Persian Govert 
/ment which has contributed directly 


(to its enrichment, and has therefore 
\ 
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nee elon 
ial | markets, 
control of other Powers whose object may | I do not wish to suggest for a moment 
be to retard the internal development of | that we should be indifferent to our trade 
arf yr ong ra country. Ns 7 | in the northern markets, or that we should 
quite sure that, irom a purely selfish | not take every step we can to develop it. 
i. ces giiae oe Liat Solk-sigiet | nak erent Ream 
: " rd | the trade, and I could read a great many 
to — the contruction of these rail- | statistics in support of my view if I were 
ways. it 18 get true that the non- | not afraid of trespassing on the time of the 
es the arctan agg House. A great many alarming statements 
Russi : N. fd ’P “ “The @ wilt | have appeared in the press as if British 
teen i — es ae © reverse | trade in Khorassan were being absolutely 
Raieia ant mek toe ae te ee Te 
ae ; . ; i ~ | not believe that this is the case. $a 
cult, in fact, almost impossible, for Russia matter of fact Russian exports exceed 
to compete with us in certain provinces in oyrs but as regards our imports, the 
° ° > ? ° E 3 ° 
— " ches a —_— of pier "4 increase is greater than the increase in 
—— ow valuable Russian imports. The advantage which 
cmd pomebaghrig: 5 ye oy 1 ro ve tussia possesses is due to circumstances 
Te 8 ' 1 lis atistics, An led and over which we have no control, and which 
: 4 = oe a aus gag gua no action on the part of the Government 
ulf, amountin o £2 1e wail » case of importe i 
United “ea ee could remove. In the case of imports It 
Ee AU BGGONO, That iat 88 is largely due to the bounty — 
ar sew ie OY er, WO which Eumia has put in force, of 
actualiy have two-thirds of the whole im- : J 
port trade of the Gulf in our hands. The 
import trade sent by Russia amounted to 


also to the importation of petroleum 
oil from Baku. The increase’ in 
: exports is largely due to the presence 
no more than £572. _Of the export trade, of en aaa Ashkabed which has 
which amounts to a little over £2,000,000, increased the demand, and also to the 
the United Kingdom and India take fact that there is this railway quite close 
£908,858, or nearly a_ half. Taking > the frontier and that it is therefore 
individual ports, we see that the trade is easier ifor Russia than for us to meet the 
not only very large, but is growing. It gemand in Trans-Caspia, Russia, and even 
is impossible to take all the ports, because Constantinople. I do atk wie te alee 
with regard to two of them, there were mise the importance of that trade. This 
apecial circumstances which make it question is one of very few practical 
impossible to institute a relative com- instances in which we are justified in 
parison. In these two ports there was a putting more pressure on the Persian 
great falling off in trade, owing, in the Government than we do at present, and I 
case of Lingah, to failure of the pearl | hope that the hon. Member for the Berwick 
fishery, and at Bundar Abbas, partly to | Fivision will support this view if he takes 
the insecurity of internal communication, part in this debate, as 1 hope he will. 
and partly to a general and most unwise | We know that when the Trans-Caspian 
strike against the control of the Belgian Railway was first built and brought 
custom's officials—a strike which resulted | within 90 miles of the Persian frontier 
ina general standstill of business for four or the Persian (iia insisted that the 
five months, and a loss of 25 per cent. of | Russian Goverment should construct at 
the receipts. Taking the port of Bushire | their own expense, and at the cost of 
our imports rose from £666,000 in 1899 | 30.000, a road to the Persian frontier 
yearn = a ee ee to connect it with the Russian road 
exports rose from £17: in ‘ , ‘acilities ci 
“a £991,000 = peek te -talleeheiete to Ashkabad. Facilities of the kind 
and Karun ports our imports rose from 
£41,000 in 1899 to £81,000 in 1900, and 
our exports from £191,000 in 1899 to 








granted to one power and not granted to 
any other Power are of the nature of 
preferential treatment, and that preferen- 


£251,000 in 1900. It is therefore quite tial treatment is contrary to the spirit 
« ’ le ‘ UC é ‘ 

obvious that the value of our trade, if not to the letter of our treaties. I 
and the possibilities of its growth, submit, therefore, we should be perfectly 
infinitely outweigh the value of the trade | justified in putting pressure on the Persian 
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Government to take steps to improve and | inland custom officers, and also deal with 
to keep open the roads from Bundar | cases of repudiation of contracts, by no 
Abbas to Meshed, and from Dizful to| means rare, by native merchants which, 
Khoremmabad, which _— recently been | in the absence of any regular court of juris. 
closed by tribal raids, or else that we | diction,are now exceedingly difficult to deal 
should be allowed to undertake that work | with, and have to be referred to Teheran, 
ourselves. _ When all is said and done, I| hut which, if there were a British agent 
do not believe that we can ever hope to | on the spot to whose notice and cogni- 
compete on at all equal terms with 'sance they could be directly brought, 
Russia, in the northern markets of Persia, might not occur at all. I shelter myself in 
where Russia has the advantages of | this matterunderthe authority of the noble 
proximity and the bounty system, and || 7 514 the Viceroy of India. who in his 
believe that our best. policy will be to | book written ten years ago stated that it 


once energies on south : 
<i er nee eg ea — ie e' ae | was essential that we should have, not 
arkets south of a line drawn from Kuh | 7 
‘. a : | merely one consular agent at Kerman 
Malek Siah through Kerman, Yezd, | y 8 : 


> as at present, to supervise the whole of 
Ispahan, Dizful and Khoremmabad. | Giteths Mss Pace’ Seine lessdite 
I have three suggestions to make to the | South East Persia and Persian Baluchistan, 


noble Lord as to the way in which we but also Consuls at Yezd and ss Bunder 
can maintain our position in the southern Abbas. Lastly, there is one ie we could 
ieashets, The firet we can carry out on take, we could cultivate friendly relations 
our own initiative and responsibility, with the tribes of Bakhtiazi and Luristan, 
without asking any leave whatever. It and encourage therm to keep open the 
is the construction of the railway to which roads between Dizful and Khoremmabad 
the hon. Member for Barnsley has alluded, and between Ahwaz and Isfahan, both 
and which, I understood from the inble of which have been closed to traffic by 
Lord vasterday is now under the|the general feeling of insecurity in the 
consideration of the Indian Government. | country. If we take these steps we have 
That is the proposed railway from | very little to fear from the future. When 
Quetta through Nushki to Kuh Maleh | the Euphrates Valley Railway is completed 
Siah. It is to follow the present caravan nothing can prevent its linking up the 
route, and may be of infinite strategic fertile districts of the Karun basin with 
value, and from the commercial point of | the central markets of Persia. 

view—the question on which I am at! My hon. friend the Member for 
present engaged—it will be of enormous | Barnsley has spoken of spheres of British 
value both immediately and in the future | influence in Persia. If that means that 
of enabling us to compete for the trade | we shall in the South of Persia ask fora 
of Seistan. But I do not believe that will monopoly of all concessions ; or the for- 
enable us to compete with Russia in the cing upon an unwilling populatio n reforms 
markets of Meshed, because the cost of running counter to pe desire, then I 
railway carriage from Kurrachi to Quetta | am opposed to it; it is a wrong policy 


will always make the longer route from | because it tenders ultimately to partition. 
Bundar Abbas a cheaper one. ‘Then 


there is another step we can take, namely, a ene 
the establishment of a greater number of *Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: If the noble 
consuls in the country. I have observed Lord will pardon me, I merely indicated 
lately that there no subject upon which that an arrangement should be arrived at 
the Foreign Office, or perhaps I ought to with regard to Persia somewhat on the 
say the Treasury, is less amenable to con-| lines of the Anglo- tussian Agreement 
viction, than that with regard to the value | with regard to China, which would be 
of a large consular staff abroad. It is| merely an undertaking that England 
obvious that in a country like Persia, if | would not attempt to obtain concessions 
we have a great number of consuls in the|in Northern Persia, and that Russia 
great centres of trade, or in the centres | would undertake not to obtain concessions 
where trade is developing, they would be |in Southern Persia, but this would not 
able to prevent the obstruction which | deprive the Persian Government of liberty 
arises from the deliberately hostile con-| of action in undertaking Railway con- 
duct of foreign employées appointed by | struction themselves, or in granting con- 
the Persian Government to carry out | cessions to powers other than Russia or 
their quarintine regulations, and by | England. 


Earl Percy. 
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*EaRL PERCY: The Anglo-Russian | 





agreement with regard to China may be a 
very good one, taking the existing cireum- 


gee such an agreement concluded. There 
is a striking analogy between the situ- 


{22 January 1902} 


|commercial and_ political 
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should be taken for the safe-guarding of the 
interests of the 
Persia.”—(Mr. Joseph 


British Empire :n 


’ : : | Watton.) 
stances into consideration, but if we had | 


to start afresh I should be very sorry to 


ation in Persia and that in China, from | 


which valuable essons may be drawn. 


ance must come from within and not 
from without, and external action, if it 
be admissible at all, must take the form 
of friendly co-operation for commercial 
purposes, and not political pressure. There 
is some idea that the establishment by 
Russia of a certain amount of financial 
control by means of loans is tantamount to 
the surrender of the country so controlled. 
Ido not believe that the financial control 
by Russia would be much more than 


nominal go long as this country holds the | 


greater part of the trade, or that political 
control at Teheran would mean absorption 
of Persia, any more than that the 
position of Russia at Peking means the 
absorption of China. Although | am 
aware that I should not be in order in 


discussing the question of the Euphrates | 
Valley Railway, which must be con-| 


sidered to be outside the geographical 
boundaries of Persia, I should be very 
sorry to sit down without expressing an 
earnest hope that the Government will 
never adopt any other than a friendly 
attitude towards German enterprise in 
that quarter. Germany is doing for 


Turkey what we have been doing for | 


Persia. She is working for the social 
improvement and material welfare of 
the native races; and for my part 
I believe, that if the struggle of the 
future is to be between the Salvonic 
policy of compelling stagnation or the 
Teutonic policy of spreading the blessings 
of enlightment and civilzation the victory 
will lie with those nations which are 
strivingselfishly or unselfishly, consciously 
or unconsciously to fulfil the high aims 
which Providence has entrusted to the 
Imperial races of Christendom. I beg 
to second the Amendment. 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there added : ”— 


(1.38) *Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 


: i: §,.) said he desired to associate himself with 
Iam convinced that the force of resist- | ) 


the views which had been put forward 
with such force by the mover and 
seconder of the Amendment now before 
the House with regard to the Russian 
occupation of the Persian Gulf by means 
of a subsidised vessel which the Russians 
had sent there. He did not think we 
need fear any danger trom that source. 
He believed the whole of the cargo of 
'that vessel was sold at a great loss or 
given away, and he believed that trade on 
those lines could only be developed by 
means of a very considerable subsidy. 
He believed the hon. Member for 
Barnsley had rather understated the 
facts with regard to the contracting 
of loans by Persia He understood 
‘the hon. Gentleman to say that 
the Persians were forbidden to con- 
tract a loan until 1910; his own 
recollection was that there was no time 
limit in the prohibition. With a great 
many of the demands of the hon. Member 
for Barnsley andthe noble Lord he warmly 
sympathised—but it appeared to him 
that the point of discussing detailed 
action with regard to Persia had not yet 
been reached. There was something 
much more important to be settled, and 
that was the broad principles of policy 
to be adopted. In the first place, we 
were in advance of Germany in the 
| Persian Gulf, but that advance was the 
most serious problem at present. The 
Germans were gettinga concession to build 
a railway to the Persian Gulf, and were 
, already asking in th: name of the Sultan 
‘for a concession for a harbour close to 
|or at Koweit. There was, as the House 
now knew, a Secret Treaty existing be- 
|tween Great Britain and Germany, and 
|the noble Lord the Under Secretary for 
| Foreign Affairs did not find himself in 
|the position to deny that this Secret 


Amendment proposed, at the end of Treaty referred to the Persian Gulf, so 


the Question, to add the words— 


‘But we humbly represent to Your Majesty | 


‘that they might have it that very great 
concessions awaited Germany there in 
'return for services rendered to us 


that it is essential that adequate measures | elsewhere. 











599 Address in Answer to {COMMONS} the King’s Speech. 600: 
*THe UNDER SECRETARY oF opinion of His Majesty’s Ministers there 
STATE vor FOREIGN AFFAIRS) was ample room in Asia for both Powers, 
(Lorp CRANBORNE, Rochester): May I The same was true, beyond question, 
point out to the hon. Gentlemen | with regard to public opinion in Russia, 
that if IL once began todeny that By Russian opinion he did not mean 


a Secret Treaty referre to this or that, 
the secret would very soon be out. 


Mr. NORMAN said he had no desire 
to press the question upon the noble 
Lord. He merely wished to express his 
opinion that there was reason to fear 
that this Agreement had reference to 
the Persian Gulf. The noble lord had 
stated on a previous occasion that the 
object of the British Government was to 
guard the political sfatws quo in the 
Persian Gulf: but he had ventured to 


point out that there was such a thing as | 
The noble Lord | 
on the same occasion said that the/| 


a commercial status quo. 


commercial status was a matter for our 
merchants, that if they had sufficient 
energy they would settle the question of 
commercial status themselves. That 
surely was hardly reasonable. It was 
putting too grave a burden of Imperial 
responsibility on British merchants to 
tell them that, if Germany was to be 
prevented gaining a commercial inlet in 
the Persian Gulf, they themselves were 
todo it. For his own part he could not, 
see what possible means of doing it were 
within their power. A commercial con- 
cession such as this necessarily, rapidly, 
and inevitably developed into a political 
concession. He, therefore, hoped the 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs would 


be able to give the House a more definite | 


assurance on that subject, or, at any 
rate, to point out how British merchants 
were to accomplish the great task of 
preserving in the Persian Gulf the com- 
mercial status quo. 

Another grave issue was that connected 
with the relations between this country 
and Russia. He was one of those who 
believed that a wide-reaching under- 
standing with Russia concerning the 
various world-interests of the two great 
Powers was not only desirable, but emi- 
nently possible, that often was steadily 
growing withthecountry. There wasthe 
highest political authority for the state- 
ment that in opposing Russia through a 
long series of years we had been putting 


our money on the wrong horse ; and there | 
was also the assurance that in the | by the noble Lord would have been 





popular opinion or the opinion of the 
Russian Press, neither of which really 
counted for much, but it was with hig 
personal knowledge that some of the 
very few men who in Russia, after the 
Emperor, exerted real influence in the 
course of events, most heartily desired 
such an understanding, and would be 
prepared to go great lengths to facilitate 
its achievement. In all fairness, the 
position of Russia with regard to Persia 
should be considered. © Russia’s one 
political object was to gain access to the 
warm water, not merely as an outlet of 
trade or as a strategical outlet, but as a 
sentimental outlet, just as someone who 
was struggling for air would try to push 
his way through every obstacle before 
him. Besides the real political and 
coimmercial reasons, there was this 
strong sentimental desire on the part of 
Russia, and that would not be altered 
by anything that might happen, 
Russia, at present, had a warm water 
outlet in the China Sea; she had pre- 
pared for herself an outlet which, though 
not in the warm water, was, at any rate, 
not frozen in the extreme north of 
Europe. She was at present closed up 
in the Black Sea, but it was safe to 
prophesy that that would not be for 
ever, if it was for long. She had one 
other great desire, and that was to get 
to the warm water in the Persian Gulf. 
The policy against which he protested, and 
concerning which he hoped the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs would 
declare it to be not the attitude of the 
| Government, or, at any rate, that it was 
| qualified by many other vonsiderations, was 
the mere “hands off” policy. The noble 
Lord the Member for South Kensington 
had stated that an outlet for Russia 
could not be granted without any entire 
| reversal of the policy of His Majesty's 
/Government. He ventured to differ. The 
political opponents of this country, and 
| particularly Russia, had gained their way 
| without any entire reversal of British 
| policy. They had gained it bit by bit, 
|while Great Britain had stood still. 
| Not many years ago the assertion made 
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made by any Member of the House{ Eart PERCY made a remark which 
about Central Asia. It would have | was inaudible in the Press gallery. 

been said that the complete absorption | 

of Central Asia, and the development of | Mr. NORMAN said he had no desire 
the Russian Railway up to the very |to misrepresent that noble Lord, but he 
frontier of Afghanistan, would not be | must point out that the people in Central 
allowed without an entire reversal of the Asia to whom he referred were not, a 
British Government. But it had come | short time ago, under Russian rule or in 
about. A few years ago the same remark | Russian territory, and there was no reason 
would have been made about China. | to suppose that Russia would behave 
It would have been said that the absorp- differently to other peoples than to these. 
tion of Manchuria, the fortifying of a What he asked was that the British 
base at Port Arthur, the supersession | Government should have with regard to 
of Great Britain as the most influential | the Persian Gulf some policy other than 
power in the Far Kast, would not be that of “hands off,” to Germany or 
brought about without an entire reversal Russia, and that there should be a definite 
of the policy of His Majesty’s Govern- | statement of that policy. It was not 
ment. But that also had come about.  sutticient for the Government to have this 
There had been quoted the very strong | “hands off” policy, and then do nothing 
declaration of the present Viceroy of | while other powers advanced, perhaps 
India, that he would impeach any British eyen in conflict, until British policy 
Minister which ceded to Russia a port on | found itself in the position of a nut 
the Persian Gulf. He (the hon. Member) between the two blades of a nut-cracker. 

would not mention the noble Lord’s name 
in criticism without at the same time 
paying him his humble, but sincere, 
tribute of admiration for the work he 
was accomplishing in India. But the 
policy of the British Government was 
not tied to the declaration made by Lord 
Curzon ten years ago. As any student 
of his Lordship’s published works would 
se, Lord Curzon had changed his 
opinion on more than one point, and 
possibly enough water had flowed under 
the bridges during the last ten years, to 


Neither the mover nor seconder of the 
| Amendment had alluded to a document 
which he thought could hardly be 
‘entirely omitted from the discussion. 
There was in existence, though it was 
frequently ignored by writers, on the 
‘relation between Great Britain and 
Russia with regard to Persia, an under- 
standing conveyed in remarkable language 
between the Russian and the British 
Governments for protectives and respect- 
ing the integrity and independence of 
Oe Gin Oe ee on deka sik: abelian ty Persia. This understanding was con- 

0 le e, « anyr. > : . : 14° 
es lity ie ps Ae grea : rs iy r ‘ tained in a despatch from Lord Salisbury 

Ol y § alt 1! : 

i z ith ae h alah aes wiih to Sir Robert Morier, dated March 12th, 
% that although he sagree W 2 AE SEY 
ie Vittisk Misister tabine the sien to 1888. But the understanding dated 
whiel he : t] ts de h — id back long before that, and the despatch 
y | , was i OSe ie€ i Qa} . : : 
oh pi ‘1 rae es i re woulc’ was a confirmation of an exchange in 

slvate sulle O c ° . QP ‘ Me 

Tagen, Peete repeat og other letters in 1837, 1838, 1839, 1873, 
_The noble Lord the _ Member for | and, finally, 1888. Lord Salisbury then 
South Kensington had spoken of Russia | stated that he had had an interview with 
as the Slavonic power compelling the | the Russian Ambassador in London, who 
stagnation of oriental power. That was }oq read to him a despatch from the 
an unjust remark. He (the hon. Member) | Russian Foreign Minister, and he pro- 
had recently been travelling somewhat conden : i 
extensively among Eastern and uncivil- ; 
Sod -  valed by Rass r ‘As regards our desire for an assurance 
led peoples owed oon Res n wuss, an | that the engagement between the two Govern- 
he asserted without hesitation that she | ments to respect and promote the integrity and 
was carrying on a great work of civilisa- | independence of Persia is considered by the 
tion there. She was developing com- | Russian Government as remaining in full force, 

oH f cc Russian. not British M. de Giers states that, although, in their 
ae | Sere Lee eS" | opinion, there are no present grounds for appre- 
commeree ; she had imposed peace, and hending any danger to Persia, and although 
certainly so far as her work in Central they have received no communication on the 
Asia was concerned—and he had seen a | — from rage agen remain 

; > : -_| ment have no objection to placing again 

good deal of it—-he must testify his record that their views on this point are in 
respect, for it was truly a work of civil- | y, way altered .... lt has been highly 
isation, in the best sense of the word. | satisfactory to His Majesty’s Government to 
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learn that those views are so much in accordance 
with their own, and they owe 
ledgements to M. de Giers for enabling Sir 
H. D. Wolff to inaugurate his mission by an 
assurance to the Shah, that the engagement 
between Great Britian and Russia to respect 
and promote the integrity and independence 
of the Persian Kingdom have again been 
renewed and confirmed.” 

He (the hon. Member) invited the Under 
Secretary of State to say whether or not 
in the opinion of the Government that 
understanding held good, because if so 
—and he had no doubt it did—it afforded 
a good basis for approaching the Russian 
Government on the question of the 
interests and policies of the two countries 
with regard to Persia. In conclusion, 
quite apart from all details, he desired 
some assurance on the general lines of 
British Policy with regard to other 
countries which at present were approach- 
ing Persia—he would not say in a spirit 
hostile to Persia, but at anyrate with a 
view to making demands upon her which 
probably wonld not be compatible with 
the continued independence of the Persian 
Government ; and to express the opinion 
that if the policy of the British Govern- 
ment was simply to keep out Russia, and, 
more particularly to keep out Russia by 
means of any understanding, secret or 
otherwise, which would let Germa ny into 


the Persian Gulf, they would be prepar- 
ing for themselves not only grievous 
commercial injury, but possibly also 
imperial disaster. (2.0.) 


(2.30.) Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Isling- 
ton, $.): It isrefreshing after the debates 
which have recently taken place, disclosing 
partisin differences of opinion in this 
House, that we should have introduced 
to-day a subject in which we not only 
feel a common interest, but in which we 
are disposed to take common action, if 
possible, in furthering the trade of our 
country in distant parts. We ought to 
bear our tribute of gratitude to our friend 
who introduced the subject, in that he 
devotes his vacation to visiting the out- 
posts of British commerce, and brings 
back to this House information, not 
through the ordinary or diplomatic or 
political channels, but of a distinctly com- 
mercial character, and based upon practical 
commercial experience. To-day he has 
given us a record which cannot fail to 
be instructive, and which, I hope, will be 
the basis of some advance in favour of | 
the promotion of our trade. A national | 


Mr. Norman. 


{COMMONS} 


their acknow- | 
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need exists in that direction. I, myself, 
during the autumn, visited some parts of 
the Near East, and whether it were in 
Syria, Turkey, or the Balkan provinces, 
there were cer tainly parts in which British 
trade, and also British political influence, 
were being seriously infringed upon, 
chiefly by the two countries referred to in 
this debate, xyermany and Rusaia, which 
advance their commercial interests through 
political methods and considerations. And 
we ourselves may have to more seriously 
consider in the future than we have 
thought it necessary to do in the 
past our political in relation to our 
commercial policy. My hon. friend has 
illustrated the value in our commercial 
work of securing the best possible com- 
mercial intelligence; and I hope the 
Intelligence Committee of the Board of 
Trade, established two years ago, and of 
which I have the honour to be a member, 
will exert every possible influence in this 
direction. That Committee must feel an 
obligation to my hon. friend for the infor- 
mation which he has given from China 
last year, and which to-day he has 
been able to afford in regard to Persia. 


I would suggest to the noble Lord the 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs 


that more use should be made of such 
commercial emissaries like my hon. 
friend, and also of Chambers of Com- 
merce which contain practical business 


/men. I would remind the noble Lord 
that during the early stages of the 
Chinese affair a recommendation was 


strongly made by the London Chamber 
of Commerce that Chusan would be a 
more useful stand-point than Wei-hai- 
Wei, commanding as it does the estuary 
of the Yangtse. Similarly, in the case 
of the Venezuela dispute, years before 
the matter was referred to arbitration, 
when it was in the conciliatory hands 
of Mr. Bayard, of the United States 
Embassy, the London Chamber of Com- 
merce recommended that arbitration 
was the proper mode of settlement before 
the question became acute, and that 
this might prevent the possibility of 
war which eventually nearly happened. 
Everyone must also approve of the 
suggestion of the noble Earl, the Member 
for South Kensington, that we ought to 
be better represented commercially 
abroad than in the past. I am quite 
aware that the Foreign Office have 
| appointed more commercial attachés who 
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yom for more consuls. 


foreign nations. 
there was much need of more consuls in 
Persia. I would urge that they should 
be of a distinctive commercial character, 
appointed for commercial considerations, 
and that a knowledge of the language of 
the country to which they are accredited 
should be a necessary qualification. I 
hold a letter which tells me _ that 
sarcely more than six of our consuls in 
the Russian Empire are masters of the 


ments habitually support their commer- 
cial interests by diplomatic action. I 
hope that our merchants trading in 
foreign countries will always feel se-ure, 
not only of the sympathy but of the help of 
the Foreign Office. I certainly know of one 
case in which the Foreign Office actively 


Russian language. Then, foreign Govern- 








supported one British trader against an- 
other British trader. [LoRD CRANBOURNE: 
Quite so.] Under the administration of 
the present Viceroy in India, and of the 
noble Lord, there has been great willing- 
ness On the part of the Foreign Office 
to give proper support whenever it can 
be reasonably given, and this policy 
should be continued, and, if necessary 
extended. This is the new deplomacy 
in its best form. The figures of the 
shipping in the Persian Gulf are of a 
striking character. They indicate in the 
best way the importance of our interest 
there. I find that in the case of the 
ports of Bushire and Lingah of the 193 
steamships which entered last year, 189 
were under the British flag, three under 
the Turkish flag, and the remaining one 
under che Austrian flag ; while of the 157 
steamers which cleared from these ports 
152 were British, two Austrian and three 
Turkish. And here I think it is right to 
pay a tribute to the Persian Government 
for having greatly improved the conditions 
of Commerce, notably in the collection of 
the Customs at the Persian ports. The 
Customs Department is now working 
excellently though in Belgian hands. 


There is one other reform I could 
ardently wish for, and that is the establish- 
ment of regular courts of justice not only 
at Teheran, but also at the various 
ports. British traders at present suffer 


greatly, because they are constantly taken 
to the distant capitals to have their cases | 


{22 January 1902} 


are doing excellent work ; but there is 
That is the 
system pursued to a much greater 
extent and with great advantage by 
The noble Earl said | 
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| tried, and this subjects them to troublesome 
‘delays, and sometimes to miscarriages 
of justice, which greatly interferes with 
British trade. I assure the noble Lord 
that in dealing with this matter he would 
have the most active sympathy and sup- 
port of the British Chambers of Commerce, 
if he advised the Persian Government 
to this effect. So important did the 
Associated Chambers of Commerce, which 
met in Paris in 1900, feel the British- 
Persian trade to be, that they presented 
a memorial to the Shah, who was in 
Europe at that time. I presented that 
memorial to the Shah and his grand 
Vizier personally in Eastern Europe, and 
in the long interview which His Majesty 
did me the honour to receive me, I 
indicated the deep interest of British 
traders in Persia and their long trade 
connection with Persia directly with 
this country and through India. I am 
bound to add that these assurances were 
most frankly reciprocated by His Majesty, 
a most able monarch, the Shah, and _ his 
enlightened Ministers, including — the 
Persian Ambassador to the British Court, 
who is so able a representative of his 
sovereign. If the Persian Government were 
assured of the confidence and interest of 
this country, and of the continuity of 
British policy in dealing with commercial 
and political matters, [ am persuaded 
there would be the strongest disposition 
to reciprocate the good feeling of this 
country, and much more would be achieved 
in the future than in the past. I think it 
will be admitted that the Chambers of 

Commerce have rendered some service, and 
they will be glad to render further ser- 
vice in this important matter. But mere 
expressions of sympathy and interest are 
not now a days quite sufficient. There 

must be at {times—and other countries 
adopt this new diplomacy — something 

more tangible. I heard with interest 

the suggestion as to the support of rail- 

way and other concessions. Of course, 

in dealing with matters of private enter- 

prise by companies and concessionaires, 

the greatest care and discrimination must 

be exercised so far as the public funds of 

the country are concerned; but there 

may be, as there has been, exceptional 

cases in which Government help could 

and should be given. For instance, in 

the case of the loan of 1900, a great 

opportunity was lost by this country. 

Only a guarantee was required and the 

security was ample, and whatever may be 

2A 


the King’s Speech. 
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said about Russia, which ultimately fur- 
nished the loan, not gaining any practical 
advantage from it, all experience points 
to the contrary. The new diplomacy 
must be prepared to give some considera- 
tions in exchange for or granting pro- 
spective advantages for trade and for 
saving our trade because that is often the 
question involved ; to take some respon- 
sibility, to render help, and do more 
than give mere expressions of sympathy 
and interest. Our country has guaranteed 
many worse loans, and by doing so to 
Persia a valuable comn.ercial and political 
status would have been gained. 

Now, my hon. friend indicated some 
lines of policy, but I venture to think that 
one of the worst things we could do 
would be to foreshadow spheres of 
influence, those precursors of ultimate 
partition. We must not attempt to treat 
those countries which have an ancient 
and high civilisation as corpora vilia for 
politic«l an commercial experiments ; stil] 
less should we attempt anything like coer- 
cion in such countries. Our advice should 
always be friendly and proffered in the 
interests of the country to which it is 
given as well as our own 

I will not attempt to follow my hon. 
friends who have spoken of higher 
political policies, but I would say that 
whatever we attempt—whatever arrange- 
ments that may be made even with 
Russia—should be arranged with a dis- 
tinet regard to the Persian Government 
and people. We must conciliate both, 
not attempt at supersession of them, for 
Persia is an old and independent state, 
and if we are able to render them assis- 
tance by those means in the development 
of their country and interests, we shall 
probubiy take the best course to secure 
that open door which is of vital value to 
us, -and to prevent that differential 
treatment of our country in regard to 
ships’ and the laws affecting shipping, 
tariffs;' bounties, and other matters 
affecting our commerce, which, whatever 
we may say, is bound to be the result 
of any predominant position gained by 
our’ rivals. 

A rapprochement with Russia is one 
of thoxe things which is devoutly to be 
desired, but I do not think the recent 
utterances in the Russian Press indicate 
that we should succeed best by courting 
it, or that the time has quite arrived 
when ‘it ‘might be feasible. But a clear 
and reliable understanding with Russia, 


Sir Albert Rollit. 


{COMMONS} 
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carrying with it—probably what many of 
us even more earnestly desire—a fair and 
frank friendship equally with Francee— 
on the basis of the interchange of des- 
patches in 1888, is certainly to be desired. 
I hope my noble friend will be able to 
assure us that such a reciprocal under- 
standing still exists and may be expected 
to be fulfilled on both sides. If that is 
so, I am sure an advance will have been 
made in both the commercial and political 
interest of this country, and I venture to 
say I think the House and the country is 
under a deep obligation to my hon. friend 
for initiating this debate. 


(3.50.) Si EDWARD GREY (North- 
umberland, Berwick) : I join heartily with 
the hon. Member who has just sat down in 
congratulating my hon. friend the Member 
for Barnsley on having initiated this 
debate. My hon. friend stated that his 
intention to do so had been the subject of 
chaff on the part of other hon. Members. 
Well, Sir, I am sure that the course 
which the debate has taken has made him 
feel that the House will appreciate the 
opportunity which is given to them of 
discussing this most important qeestion ; 
and, if there was any idea that the dis- 
cussion could not at this period of the 
session be a serious one, | am sure that 
will be entirely destroyed by the evidence 
of knowledge, zeal, and interest which my 
hon. friend showed in his speech in intro- 
ducing the debate. He had an admirable 
seconder in the noble Lord opposite, and I 
think the House will congratulate them- 
selves on the prospect of continuing to 
have a most interesting and useful dis- 
cussion. 

Well, Sir, the terms of my _ hon. 
friend’s Motion will, I am sure, have the 
support of the whole House. I do not 
mean that he would have that support if 
he went to a division. We are, in form, 
discussing a Motion of want of confidence 
in His Majesty’s Government, but as a 
matter of fact we are really engaged in a 
reasonable and moderate discussion of 
important British interests. This ques- 
tion has two aspects. There is the local 
aspect which is involved, and there is the 
wider aspect of our foreign policy. My 
hon. friend expressed some apprehension 
about certain articles which he had seen 
in the autumn in magazines or newspapers, 
which incidentally dealt with some aspects 
of the Persian question. I am not quite 
sure that I know whether he and I both 
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allude to the same articles, but, if he 
means the articles that I saw, they do not 
arouse in my mind the apprehension 
which I think they have aroused in 
his. Those articles, after all, dealt 
with the Persian question purely as 
an incident in the matter of general 
policy. What they did deal with 
was the whole question of the future 
relations between the British Govern- 
ment and a foreign Power, or groups of 
foreign Powers. Their main object, as 
I understand them, was a desire to re- 
move, at any rate between the British 
Government and the Russian Govern- 
ment, that cloud of suspicion and mis- 
trust and that continual friction that has 


existed for so long between the two 
countries. I sympathise entirely with 


that object as a matter of policy. and 
this Persian question no doubt is very 
germane to it because I do think that the 
Persian question is in the main a matter 
between the British and the Russian 
Governments. They are the two Powers 
at present most intimately concerned in 
the Persian question—others may come 
in later, but at present the question 
mainly concerns these two Powers. 


There are three possible policies which 
we may pursue towards the Russian 
Government. They are all of them 
practical. One is unde irable, the second, 
Ithink, is desirable, and the third I regard 
as intolerable. The first possible policy 
is that of perpetual resistance to Russian 
expansion everywhere in Asia, on the 
ground that somehow or other it would 
endanger British interests. We are not 
to make forward moves ourselves, but 
we are always to put obstacles in the 
way of the Russian Government’s mak- 
ing a forward move. That I regard as 
a possible policy, but a very undesirable 
one. The second policy, which is, I 
think, a desirable one, and I believe to 
be a practical one-—anyhow, one which 
I wish to see put to the test as it can 
only be put to the test by the Govern- 
ment of the day—is that of an unde- 
standing between the two Governments 
which would result ina fair and frank 
interchange of views and adjustment of 
interests in Asia. It is only in that way 
that the Persian question can be ad- 
justed between the two countries. 


Russian policy in Asia and British 
policy in Asia must be looked upon 
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as a whole, and only in that way 
can the Persian question be adjusted 
between the two countries. I do not 
believe you will get an agreement with 
the Russian Government about Persia 
by itself—you will have to take Asiatic 
policy as a whole, and it is much more 
desirable that that should be the case. 
I believe that an agreement with Russia 
on one point would not result in a 
general amelioration and general ease- 
ment of the relations between the two 
countries, which could be arrived at if 
you treated individual interests in Asia 
as part of a whole policy. The third 
policy, which I regard as an intolerable 
one, is a policy of drift. I think it is 
intolerable, because Russia always gains 
by it. It is a policy which seems to me 
to have been pursued up toa certain point 
in the Far East some time ago, and [ 
would define it as a _ policy which 
combines in a most extraordinary way 
the disadvantages both of yielding and 
of resistance without getting the advan- 
tages of either course. We have on 
some other occasions, by waiting and 
doing nothing, arrived at this position 
with regard to Russian expansion in 
Asia—that we have made all the con- 
cessions which ought to have entitled 
us to reward and friendship in return, 
while we have ineurred odium and 
enmity and friction, even though the 
concessions were made in the end. 
That is a policy which we must not 
pursue with regard to this question of 
Persia. There is plenty of time now— 
it may be years before things come to 
a head. Now there is time to look 
ahead and to foresee that, if there is to 
be Russian expansion in that part of 
the world, it should be expansion which 
comes about as the result of agreement with 
the British Government, and which results, 
not in increased friction, but in a better 
understanding between the two countries. 
Of course, that is a policy which can 
only be forwarded by His Majesty’s 
Government. Discussions in this House 
may ventilate it and may suggest it, but 
it is His Majesty’s Government alone who 
can forward a policy of that kind. I trust 
that their object is to put to the test, to 
the utmost that is compatible with the 
maintenance of British interests, the 
possibility of that policy, and that they 
wil] not be afraid of any impeachment 
by their Viceroy of India if they take 
steps in that direction, because I think 
2 A 2. 
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we have all felt with regard to Lord 
Curzon that the great interest which he 
has taken in this important work, both in 
this house and since he went to a higher 
post, has made him not only a great 
practical force, but a most reasonable 
force in upholding British policy. 

Of course one cannot go into details 
with regard to what might bedone. It is 
emphatically one of those cases in which 
you do not state terms in advance. You 
cannot state terms in advance. Nobody 
on the Opposition side could outline such 
a policy ; [ should not think of doing it 
without having got the best information 
which [ could from the Government of 
India and without having consulted the 
highest authorities on the question. The 
first step would be to find out what the 
Russian Government really want and 
what they desire, and having found that 
out, to make up our own minds whether 
it is compatible with British interests, or 
how far it is so compatible with our inter- 
ests to come to an agreement with Russia. 
But, for one thing, the Russian Govern- 
ment must be made to feel that our 
interests in this Asiatic problem, outside 
our own possessions, are trade interests. 
We do not desire any territorial or politi- 
eal extension. I would go further and 
say that we are not jealous of the 
strategical position of other nations 
except where our own interests are most 
acutely affected, but we do desire that 
our trade interests should be preserved. 
With regard to the strategic question 
affecting the Persian Gulf, if I may follow 
up the position I have sketched, I 
understood the noble Earl to say (and he 
spoke with great knowledge from having 
been in that part of the world), that the 
key to the naval position in the Persian 
Gulf rested in certain islands rather 
than on the coast. I should like the 
noble Lord to tell us exactly, if he can, 
what rights the British Government 
have in the Persian Gulf, and whether 
we have any right with regard to these 
islands at the present time. We have 
been in the Persian Gulf for a long time. 
Our rights are not always clearly defined, 
although certain vested interests do grow 
up, but I should like to know whether, 
directly or indirectly, we can consider 
ourselves interested in these islands. 
On the general question as to the main- 
land, we have got to bear in mind that 
we cannot stand still. The Russian 


Sir Edward Grey. 


{COMMONS} 


Government is making great efforts to 
guard its own vested interests, and we 
must make similar efforts ourselves on 
our side too. I think we have lost 
ground lately. The noble Karl said that 
the loan that Russia has guaranteed to 
the Persian Government has not in any 
way infringed the independence of 
Persia that it Jhad not given Russia 
political rights. 


Eart PERCY: What I said was that 
it did not entail the surrender of Persian 
independence. 


Sir. EDWARD GREY: Well, no doubt 
that is strictly true, but it has un- 
doubtedly increased Russian influence. 
The noble Earl in the earlier part of his 
speech dwelt on the way that Russia 
pushes her own interests at our expense 
by opposing concessions we wish we 
could usefully have, and promoting con- 
cessions specially in her own interests. 
Russia, having granted that loan, was 
enabled to do that with greater force. 
You cannot be under pecuniary obliga- 
tions to another Power without at the 
same time feeling that the influence of 
the Power is increased. That is why Iam 
afraid that Russian influence isincreasing; 
and, if that is so, I fear British influence 
may be decreasing, and the longer we wait 
under these conditions the poorer the bar- 
gain we shall be able to make in the end. 
I agree with the noble Earl as to the steps 
to be taken as to the policy of making 
roads in Persia, and as to consuls, and 
about not taking an inch of Persian 
territory. We ought to consolidate 
our influence by the extension of our 
trade interests, and these, after all, 
become a great vested right. If we allow 
our trade in Souther: Persia todwindle, 
and take no practical sieps to acquire 
new political rights, we may be sure that 
the interests of other Powers will be 
growing and our position deteriorating. 
The noble Earl seems to prefer the policy 
of the independence and the integrity 
of Persia, and so do we all, including, 
no doubt, His Majesty’s Government. 
I agree that this would be entirely the 
best result, but the whole of this question 
of the integrity and independence of 
these States in Asia is one to be re- 
garded with great care. The buffer 
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a State which can take care of itself ; 
but in Asia you have always to be afraid 
of relying too much on counsels of 
perfection and finding that, after all, 
they have not been in accordance with the 
facts of the case. We should pursue 
the policy of maintaining the independ- 
ence and integrity of Persia, but we 
must be prepared for eventualities. 
all, a country like Persia is very much 
in the position of a weak State propped 
up by two strong Powers, one on each 
side. If one withdraws its support and 
the other leans more heavily, the weak 
State is sure to topple over. That is the 
reason why I think His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment should relax no effort to maintain 


the position we already have in Southern | 


Persia. While doing that, I think that 
from this time on, if not already begun, 
there should be unrelaxed efforts to come 
to an understanding with other Powers, 
and especially with the Russian Govern- 
ment. Russian vested interests in Persia 
are growing every day. We do not wish 
to have trouble there. We wish, as far 
as our interests are concerned, that Persia 
should be kept open to the trade of the 
world ; that the trade of everybody should 
go there. We de not wish to see the 
commercial and political position jeopar- 
dized, but we wish also to treat it as part 
ofa whole. We wish to see the legitimate 
aspirations of other Powers for expansion 
recognised ; and all I will say is that I 
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| either with the hon. Gentleman, the mover 
| of the Amendment, or my noble friend, 
| in the personal and practical knowledge 
| of the country and the subject with which 
they have dealt. Both of them are great 
| travellers, both have been in Persia itself, 
| and both are, therefore, far more qualified 
| than I am to speak upon the actual facts 
as they saw them. But I am not quite 
‘sure whether the suggestion which the 
hon. Gentleman made in the course of his 
speech, that we should have a large map 
of Persia hanging up at the end of the 
House, would lead to a complete apprehen- 
sion of all the problems with which we 
have to deal. I am afraid a map would 
not be sufficient, because my noble friend 
pointed out most justly that, although 
the hon. Gentleman opposite knew some- 
thing of the Persians, he did not quite 
understand the geographical distribution 
of the mountains, the rivers, and the 
trade routes ; and I am afraid that, unless 
we went there ourselves, and spent 
perhaps a little longer time there than 
hon. Gentleman could spare, it would 
be impossible thoroughly to know the 
intricacies of the Persian question. 

The debate has dealt in the main with 
Persia, but there has been a series of 
references to the general position of 
Great Britain in the East, and to the 
general attitude which she ought to 
Far be it from me to go into 


the King’s Speech. 


trust His Majesty’s Government are look-| must be realised, it cannot be too 


ing ahead and making arrangements to 
protect British interests, and that in doing | 
that they will safeguard the future by a 
good understanding with the other Powers 
specially concerned. 


*(3.10.) Lorp CRANBORNE: I, 
do not think the Government have | 
any reason to complain either of the | 
inception of this debate, or of the speeches | 
which have been delivered in the course | 
of it. The tone that has characterised | 
every speech has been one which we | 
gladly recognise as patriotic, and intended | 
not to thwart, but to further the ends of | 
the policy of His Majesty’s Government. | 
The Amendment is, as the hon. Baronet | 
has most justly remarked, in the form of | 


strongly realised, that we do not enjoy 
a monopoly of influence in Asia, and 
that as in the course of time other 


/countries with great resources, with 


great energy, and great administrative 
power, push forward on their various 
careers of development in Asia, the 
relative position of this country as 
regards them must inevitably alter. 
Absolutely, as the House is well aware, 
we occupy a magnificent position; we 
ave a vast Empire, a most prosperous 
Empire ; but, as other great dominions 
approach ours, the relative situation 
must be modified, and there is no shame 
in confessing that such should be the 
case. There is another matter that has 


a vote of censure on the Government, but | to be borne in mind. You may roughly 
the appearance of my noble friend, who | lay down that our object in Asia is to 
is so ardent a supporter of the adminis- 
tration, as a seconder of the Amendment 
is, I think, a guarantee that it is not so 
intended. 


I cannot hope to compete | 


| maintain the statws guo. I do not mean 
|to say that that is a statement to which 
\there may not be some exceptions, but, 
taking it generally, the policy of Eng- 
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land throughout Asia is to maintain | 


the status quo. That is an advantageous 
policy. It was not always our policy, 
because at other times a different policy 
was more suitable; but at the pres-nt 


{COMMONS} 


{ 
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national policy, and point to spheres of 
influence as the direction in which 


_ international policy ought to tend. [| 
|wonder if they think that the countries 


moment, with the very great extension | 


which our Empire has had of late years, 
undoubtedly the policy of maintaining 
the status quo is the right one for this 
country. This is a policy whieh may 
be mistaken for what was called by one 


| placed. 


of the hon. Members who have spoken | 


a policy of drift. It 
that it is a policy of drift. It is a diffi- 
cult policy to maintain, because as 
other countries advance, a purely defen- 
sive policy must always present much 
greater obstacles than any other. 

What is true of the East generally is 
trucof Persia. Wehavevery largeinterests 
there. Far be it from me to minimise 
them in the least. They are interests of 
the highest political order, vast com- 
mercial interests which it is our wish and 
our duty to maintain. We see no reason 
why that should make us seek anything 
buat friendly relations with Russia; but 
although we seek friendly relations, I 
must remind the House and the hon. 
Baronet that these friendly relations are 
not to be sought at the cost of any of the 
rights which by treaty we 
Whether to Kussia or to any other country, 
it does not become us and it is not our 
interest to go cap in hand for an under- 
standing. We have shown that we are 
anxious to work on perfectly friendly 
terms with every country, and we have, 
since the present Government came into 
office, in a large measure sueceeded. 
But in Persia there should be no difficulty. 
The hon. Member for South Wolver- 
hampton referred to an exchange of notes 
which took place in 1X88 in regard to 
Persia, and he quite accurately quoted 
what passed on that occasion. 1t was that 
mutual assurances had been given that 
the policy of England and Russia was 
the maintenance of the integrity of 
Persia ; and, in reply to the ques- 
tion put to me by the hon. Member, 1] 
have special! reason to believe that on 
both sides that assurance is maintained 
One thing | can answer for. As far as 
we are concerned, we are perfectly sincere 
in our anxiety for the integrity of Persia, 
and we are anxious, above all things, to 
be friendly to Persia. When people 
speak of methods of conducting inter- 


pr ISSCSS. 


Lord Cranborne. 


does not follow | 


which are the subjects of that process and 
furnish the area of the spheres of influenee 
really like the situation in which they are 
IT can assure them that such is 
not the case. If you desire to be friendly 
with a country, do not reduce it to the 
level of a sphere of influence. 

My noble friend the Member for South 
Kensington, who made, if he will allow 
me to say so, such an admirable speech 
this afternoon, pointed out that what we 
ought to seek is the sympathy of the 
Persians. That is not to be done by 
coercing them either into reforms or into 
any policy which we may desire, but by 
studying their interests and seeking their 
friendship to induce what we are un- 
willing to enforce. As I have said, our 
policy is the integrity of Persia. That 
apparent unselfishness is net due to any 
elaborate moral motive, because it is 
our interest that Persia should re- 
main in its present territorial con- 
dition, but when I state that, 1 ought to 
add that there are limits to that policy. 
That policy cannot be pursued inde- 
pendently of the action of other 
Powers. We are anxious for the integ- 
rity of Persia, but we are anxious far 
more for the balance of power; and it 
would be impossible for us, whatever the 
cause, to abandon what we look upon as 
our rightful position in Persia. Especially 
is that true in regard to the Persian Gulf, 
as I had the honour to state to the 
House a few days ago. It is true not 
only of the Persian Gulf, but of the 
Southern Provinces of Persia, and espe 
cially of those provinces which border on 
our Indian Empire. Our rights there, 
and our position of ascendency, we can- 
not abandon. In the Gulf itself. as I 
ventured to state on a previous occasion, 
our ascendency is not merely a question 
of theory, but a question of fact. Our 
position of ascendency is assured by the 
existence of our maritime supremacy ; 
and I may say, in answer toa remark by 
the hon. Baronet, that that to my mind, 
is a far more solid guarantee than any 
paper rights to which he pointed. 

Beyond the integrity of Persia, our 
next object is the development of Persia, 
for that means the devolopment of 


the commercial capacity of Persia, and, 
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therefore, of the trade of this coun-| My noble friend and others, but especi- 


try. I believe that every gentleman who | 
has spoken in the debate shares our de- 
sire to further Persia’s development. 
Some of them would go a long way in 
this direction. Many of them have 
urged upon the Government a large in- 
yestment of money in Persia. 
have reproached us because on a certain 
recent occasion we did not lend money 


to Persia when, as they say, we could | 


have done it. But we area nation of men 
of business, and men of business do not 
lend money except upon proper security, 
and I do not think this House will ever 
quarrel with the Government because, 
before embarking on any such policy, they 
are anxious to see whether the security is 
both sufficient and suitable. I do not 
mean to say that we exclude altogether 
as an impossibility the lending of money 
to Persia. I would not lay down any 
such propositition. It might be on some 
occasions a proper thing .to do. But no 
British Government could come to the 
House of Commons for the purpose of 
advancing money to such a nation as the 
Persians, who are not particularly famous 
for economical administration, unless they 
previously saw that the security was 
such as business men would lend money 
upon. And what is true of a loan to the 
Persian Government is also true more or 
less, of the investment of money in 
various public works in Persia, as has 
been urged upon us. This must be done 
with a striet regard to business considera- 
tions. 


Being anxious for the development of 
Persia, we welcome that development 
from whatever source it springs. It has 


been represented as a reproach to us that | 


the Russians have acquired certain rights 
of railway construction. 


take their share in the railway develop- 
ment of that country, just as we should 
welcome the fact that the Germans should 
take theirsharein the development of those 
regions. Weareassured of this,that, subject 
to the fair administration of the railways, 
the mere making of railways makes 
for prosperity and prosperity is good 
for the trade of this country. 


A certain number of specific questions 
were asked of me in the course of the 
debate, as to what we have done in 
furtherance of British interests in Persia. 


Some | 


We should | 


welcome the fact that the Russians should | 





ally my noble friend, called the attention 
| of the House to the necessity of consular 
| representation in Persia. I quite agree 
with him; I think he will find that 
there is no difference on that point 
| between His Majesty’s Government and 
himself. Of late years we have extended 
considerably consular representation in 
Persia. We have established a Consulate 
recently at Bundar Abbas, about twelve 
months ago. I am not quite sure about 
the other places he mentioned. Ispahan 
has been raised to the dignity of 
a Consulate-General, and altogether, I 
may say that there are a dozen or more 
Consulates and Vice-Consulates in Persia. 
The question of consular representation 
there will be very carefully watched, and if 
it is found that British interests demand 
its still further extension, I am quite 
sure the Government will consider 
My noble friend mentioned the question 
of British interests on the Tigris. I do 
not want to call attention much to that 
point because it is, as a matter of fact, 
outside the terms of the motion. I 
should just like to mention that that is 
a locality in which a British postal sub- 
sidy is given; and, as the House of 
Commons is well aware, postal subsidies 
are more useful than the name seems to 
imply. Then mention has been made 
of the enormous extension of the value 
of trade in Beluchistan in recent years, 
and, as the House learned from an 
answer which the Secretary of State 
for India gave yesterday, the question 
of a railway in that direction is being 
considered. 

Then there is the telegraph question. 
A telegraphic convention is on the point 
| of settlement with the Persian Govern- 
ment for a great central Persian line, 
which will be useful to Persian interests, 
and also, as we hope, by future develop- 
ment, as a relief line between England 
and India, overland. Several hon. 
Members have mentioned the reforms 
in the Persian Customs administratior 
under Belgian auspices. That is a matter 
of great congratulation to the Govern- 
ment, and though these were not unwer- 
taken at our instance, we welcome them. 
and the result has justified our exnecta- 
tions. The very able administrator there 
has produced a complete reform in the 
Customs system, which will be highly 
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beneficial to Persia itself, and also to 
countries having commercial relations 
with Persia. In connection with this, 
and in reply to remarks from the hon. 
Member for South Islington, I may say 
the Foreign Office will be glad to receive 
any suggestions from Chambers of Com- 
merce, and others interested as to the 
propermeans and methods for promot- 
ing our relations with Persia. The fact 
is, and it is almost a truism to say s0, 
our commercial policy is calculated to 
benefit everybody concerned. To us 
such things as differential dues and pre- 
ferential rates, as between one country 
and another, are unknown. Wherever 
we have roads; wherever we promote 
railways, or have control of harbours, 
or have ascendency on an Oriental coast, 
everybody, no matter of what nation, is 
free to compete with us on friendly 
terms, and thus our policy has been 
beneficial, both to commerce generally, 
and to Persia. Upon this I have not 
noticed during the debate any serious 
note of disagreement, and I can assure 
hon. Members that, subject to the general 
considerations I laid before the House at 
the beginning of my speech, we shall 
continue to maintain that position in 
Persia, and especially in the Persian 
Gulf, which we consider to be essential 
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to our interests, but subject to that, our | 


dearest hope is for the reform and de- 
velopment of the prosperity of Persia. 


*(3°35.) Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, 
Eye): I have listened with interest to 
the reply of the noble Lord, but I very 
much regret the absence of information 
with regard to some particulars which 
have been inquired for in the course of this 
debate. I notice that my hon. friend the 
Member for the Berwick Division asked 
a specific question, with regard to the 
rights, direct or indirect, with respect to 
certain islands in the Persian Gulf, and 
the only reply which the noble Lord made 
was to make a general reference to the 
naval supremacy in the Persian Gulf. It 
is possible that, as these questions have 
come so closely within the purview of the 
Indian Government, that information on 
that particular point was not at the 
moment in possession of the Under Secre- | 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs. If it. 
should happen that in the course of this | 
debate the Secretary of State for India | 
should rise, he may be able to throw some | 


Lord Cranborne. 
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| light upon the question put in regard to 
_ these particular islands mentioned by my 
hon. friend. That was with reference to 
the rights possessed by us in regard to 
certain islands in the Persian Gulf. 
I will now pass to another apparent de- 
ficiency in the noble Lord’s reply. He 
referred to the great necessity of main- 
taining the status quo, but a good deal 
depends upon what is exactly meant or 
denoted by the phrase “‘ status quo.” The 
political status quo is a matter upon which 
we are all agreed, but with regard to the 
commercial condition of affairs it is, un- 
fortunately, a fact which has been recog- 
nised by many speakers in the course of 
this debate that the commercial interests 
_of this country have considerably suffered 
during the past few years, and other 
Powers have gained certain advantages at 
our expense. [donot look at this matter 
precisely upon the lines suggested by 
my hon. friend the Member for Barnsley, 
but some effort ought to be made for the 
purpose of keeping up and developing com- 
mercial intercourse between the ports on 
‘the Persian Gulf and the interior of the 
country. I was glad that my hon. friend 
drew a distinction which other speakers 
have also drawn between Southern and 
| Northern Persia. Those are two parts of 
the country which ought not to be con- 
fused in the course of this debate. 
With regard to Southern Persia and 
| the Persian Gulf, I cannot see that the 
|_ position we occupied there two years ago 
has been maintained, and an active policy 
ought to be maintained by the Govern- 
ment, in order to safeguard the com- 
mercial interests of this country. I 
regard the phrase ‘‘sphere of influence” 
which has been used as one open to objec- 
tion, and it might be misconstrued in 
Persia itself. If for that phrase you sub- 
stitute “sphere of interest,” I do not 
think that would be open to the same 
objection. Both from the point of view 
of India and the commercial interests of 
this country I cannot conceive that there 
would be any very serious objection to the 
use of a phrase of that kind. The noble 
Lord the Member for South Kensington 
refers us distinctly to the interests of this 
country in the territories on the Tigris 
and the Euphrates, and although they are 
literally outside the scope of this Amend- 
ment, they cannot be dissociated from 
our interests in the Persian Gulf. It is to 
that portion of the country that attention 
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should be directed, perhaps even more than 
in the other direction. 

I regret that no statement was made 
by the noble Lord with regard to the 
position of the German railway, about 
which we have heard so much lately, 
which is to touch upon the Persian Gulf. 
No doubt he will reply that this matter 
lies outside the wording of this Amend- 
ment, although it does not lie outside the 
spirit of it, because that railway must 
have very important economic and 
political importance in the future, and 
this House should be informed at the 
present time as to what is the progress 
and the prospects of that undertaking. 
Ido know whether the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs or some other 
Minister who sits upon the Front Bench 
opposite will be able to give us some in- 
formation upon this subject, for I am not 
aware that any authoritative statement 
has been made upon that point. We 
have heard a good deal upon that scheme 
lately, and we have heard that the 
Turkish Government, at the request of 
Germany, have undertaken kilometric 
guarantees. The financial positi on of 
Turkey is not a satisfactory one, and 
if the Turkish Empire undertakes a 
financial obligation of that kind it must 
be by means of the Customs Revenue, or 
some other source of revenue which is 
under international control. A great 
portion of it will be derived from dues 
levied upon the imports of the Turkish 
Empire which passed through the hands 
of British merchants, and those duties 
will be levied mostly upon goods pro- 
duced by the manufacturers of this 
country. We have this rather curious 
fact that a railway intended to benefit 
German trade primarily will, to a con- 
siderable extent, be financed by means 
of dues levied upon goods imported into 
the Turkish Empire by British mer- 
chants and manufactured in this 
country. 


It is conceivable that at some future 
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influence upon its position of affairs in 
Persia and upon the Persian Gulf, and 
the trade connection which will be 
affected in that quarter. I do not desire 
in the least that we should pursue a 
dog-in-the-manger policy, and stand in 
the way of any development of those 
parts of the world; but, at all events, 
when a railway of that kind is con- 
structed it seems to me that if it is in- 
tended to push the trade of the rivals of 
this country, it ought not to be con- 
structed in the way I have indicated, 
and every effort ought to be made by 
the Government to see that the trade of 
this country does not suffer by what is 
being done. The Government should 
see that the arteries of British commerce 
in the valley of the Euphrates and the 
Tigris and the Karun, which is con- 
nected with Persia, should be kept open 
to British commerce, and they should 
also see that every encouragement 
should be given to the development 
of our commercial intercourse in 
that region. While I desire to 
welcome both the Motion of my hon. 
friend, and also the speech which has 
been made by the Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs, it seems to me that he 
has not altogether replied to the questions 
which have been addressed to him upon 
the subject, and it is to be hoped that 
some further information will be given 
by some other right hon. Gentleman 
| who sits upon the Front Bench opposite 
| before this debate comes to a close. , 


Certainly the mere maintenance o 
the status quo, however desirable 
it may be for political reasons, is not 
sufficient from the point of view of the 
commercial interests of the country, and 
it seems to me that an effort ought to be 
made to take a leaf out of the book of 
|those who have been our successful 
| rivals in some parts of the world, so that 
'we shall not merely maintain our 
present position but develop and increase 
‘it in the future. With regard to the 











date the control of that railway may pass | Bagdad railway, how can we expect 
into the hands of some other Power, | that traders will have a fair chance 
but for a good many years to come it | given at that port, when we see such a 


will be in German hands for the purpose | condition of things as that revealed in 


of pushing the trade of our rivals in| the statement of the Under Secretary of 


another part of Europe, and it seems to | State with regard to the position of 
me that we ought to have some infor-| affairs at Constantinople? Our mer- 
mation upon that point, and we also! chants have not been able to obtain a 
should learn what is the likelihood of its single farthing of compensation for 
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their losses sustained, while the mer- 
chants of other countries were able to 
obtain it. We desire that a more 
satisfactory attitude should be taken up 
by the Government in regard to those 
great questions in many parts of the 
world, and more especially that they 
should direct their attention not merely 
to not losing ground in Persia and the 
adjacent countries, but to going further 
than that and endeavouring to retrieve 
the position lost and improving it in 
the future. 


(3.45.) Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.) 
said the view expressed by the supporters 
of the Amendment, and the Under Sec- 
retary for Foreign Affairs concurred, was 
that status quo ought to be maintained 
in Persia, but it occurred to him while 
his noble friend was speaking that the 
attitude of the Government had not 
been so vigilant for the interests of 
British shippers in Persia as he hoped it 
would be in the future. With reference 
to the loan, according to his recollection, 
which he had been unable to verify, it 
was applied for in the ordinary way by 
the Persian Government to the 
capitalists here, and arrangements were 
actually completed for the loan on the 
guarantee of the Custom Houses on the 
Persian Gulf. It was only because the 


Russian representative at Teheran 
made a number of difficulties and 
took a strong line, that the Govern- 


ment took steps to have it dropped. 
He hoped from what had been said 
in the debate that that line of policy 
would not be followed any longer 
He thought the proposal of the hon. 
Member for Barnsley in regard to 
roads might be carried out for a period 
extending up to 1910. Our position in 
Persia could only be maintained by 
strength and insistence. Something 
might be done in the way of an agree- 
ment such as we had with Russia about 
Manchuria, and the only suggestion he 
would make was that such an agreement 
should be thought carefully out and that 
there should be no necessity for explana- 
tory notes at the end of the agreement 
which caused difficulties. 

EDWARD SASSOON 


*(3.47.) Sir. 


(Hythe): The point raised by my hon. | ' ‘ 
‘and gist of what my noble friend said. 


friend who has just sat down, as regards 
Mr, Stevenson. 
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the question of the loan, is in its main 
particulars substantially correct. There 
can be no doubt that the reason for 
the collapse of the loan which the 
Persian Government required, and with 
regard to which negotiations with an 
English bank had practically culminated, 
was the pressure exerted by the Russian 
Government to prevent its being carried 
through. I don’t wish to be severe upon 
the Foreign Office ; there is little doubt 
that if they had exerted sufficient 
vigilance this country instead of Russia 
would have had the issue of a loan and 
with it the security upon the Customs’ 
Revenue of Persia, which has been 
alluded to in the course of this debate 
as constituting such an _ important 
leverage in the direction of political 
influence. Then the Member for Eye 
expressed some disappointment that the 
Under Secretary did not mention the 
names of the ports which, according to 
my noble friend the Member for South 
Kensington, might be considered avail- 
able to be transferred to another Power. 
Sir, I venture to think that there are no 
ports in the Persian Gulf which can be 
so disposed of, and if any Government 
thought of surrendering, or connived at 
the surrender, of these ports or islands by 
the Persians, the position of such a 
Government would soon become very 
untenable. The House must have listened 
with considerable satisfaction to the 
vigour and firmness which characterised 
the statement of the Under Secretary of 
State. At the same time I listened with 
some uneasiness to that part of his speech 
in which he attenuated his remarks by 
saying that there was likely to be, or 
that we must expect, some modification 
of the relative position of the Powers in 
the Gulf, owing to the increasing energy 
and ambition displayed by those Powers. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: I. did _ not 
suggest that there was going to be any 
alteration in the Persian Gulf. On the 
contrary, I said it was the policy of the 
Government to resist it. 


*Sirn EDWARD SASSOON: I am 
delighted to hear, not this correction, but 
this affirmation. It was certainly the 
impression both of myself and my hon. 
friend beside me that that was the effect 
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Lorp CRANBORNE: Oh no, no. 


Sirk EDWARD SASSOON : The late 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs in 
his adinirable speech gave the House two 
considerable bits of advice. He first said 
that out of the many practicable and 
alternative policies, the worst policy we 
could adopt in respect of our relations 
with Russia was the policy of drift. I 
think the House will be disposed to concur 
in the soundness of that counsel, and we 
have only to look to the effects of that 
policy in China to know how much it has 
benefited Russia, and diminished our 
influence in regard to the transaction in 
the Gulf of Pechili. 

The second advice was that we should 
abstain ourselves and endeavour to 
procure the adoption of a similar attitude 
om the part of Russia from doing any- 
thing that would interfere with the 
integrity of Persia. We know that the 
Shah is a man of most enlightened 
views, and while he is very correct in his 
relations with Russia, he has shown the 
most friendly disposition towards this 
country. His Majesty’s Government 
would do well to see that the Shah is not 
squeezed out by pressure being exerted 
upon him by the British and Russian 
Governments, nor, which seems more 
likely to be the case, that owing to our 
hali-heartedness and possible defection 
on the one hand, and the overlaying of 
Russian influence on the other, Persia 
does not cease to exist for all practical 
purposes as a political entity and a valu- 
able buffer between the two Empires. 
The mover and seconder have effectively 
shown how disastrous the establishment 
of a great European Power upon the 
shores of the Persian Gulf may be to 
our Indian Empire ; why, it would mean 
a direct, a perpetual menace to the whole 
of the western littoral of India, and I 
cannot conceive that any party in this 
country could be so unmindful of the 
traditional rights of England in the Gulf 
as to cause the status quo to be altered. 

| now come to the speech of the Member 
for South Wolverhampton. He seemed 
to display certain very decided proclivi- 
ties, and tenderness, to Russian 
susceptibilities. Surely my hon. friend 
must know that while Russia possesses, 
and exercises, a predominant influence, 
and even more over-lordship in the whole 


even 
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of the northern part of Persia, and, as the 
Member for Barnsley remarked, to the 
extent of having converted the Caspian 
Sea into a Russian lake, if he has any 
opportunity of tendering advice to the 
Russian Government, it would be only 
right to point out to them that they 
might be neve? sfied with what they possess, 
and that they should leave us alone to 
exercise that control in the waters of the 
Gulf which almost essentially of tradition 
and possession, has enabled us to acquire 
an undisputed title to. Not only that, 
the supremacy in the whole of Southern 
Persia, as against the possible intrusion 
of any other great Power in that sphere, 
has been recognised to follow upon cur 
determination to accept and to exercise 
such control. 

What does the Motion seek to aflirm 3? 
The necessity of safe-guarding British 
political and commercial interests. | 
think the other day my noble friend, in 
reply to some Question, affirmed that 
the Government would be vigilant as 
regard political interest, and that mer- 
chants bankers must see to the 
commercial but surely my noble 
friend knows that 


and 
side ; 
in Eastern countries 
political and commercial affairs are very 
closely interwoven and inter-connected, 
that where, owing to the action of some 
Consul, or some Minister, the political 
prestige of his country tends to decline 
and diiuibe away, that the commercial 
interests of that country diminishes even 
still more in proportion. I would here 
interpolate an appeal to the Foreign 
Office, and urge them strongly to con- 
sider the question of the non-alienation 
of that strip of road leading from 
Teheran to Koom, to which the Member 
for Barnsley referred. The Persian 
Government are not in a_ position, 
financially, either to buy it or to keep 
it in proper repair ; if the Indian Govern- 
ment, whose interests are directly 
affected, do not see their way to pur- 
chase it, the inevitable result will be 
that it will be alienated for ever to the 
Russians, and it will thus become a thorn 


in our side, in connection with that 
important artery which leads to the 
Karun Valley. It is practically an 


insignificant matter, and worthy of the 
attention of the Government. Seeing 
that this Amendment emanates from the 
opposite Benches, and that the House 
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has shown both interest and unanimity 
in the debates, I cannot but believe 
that it is of good augury, and that it is 
eminently calculated to stiffen the backs 
of His Majesty's Government. After 
this profession of faith I may suggest to 
the hon. Gentleman opposite, who 
cannot be desirous of displacing the 
Government on this issue, that he may 
be satisfied with the outcome of the dis- 
cussion, and that he will withdraw the 
Amendment. 
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(4.0.) Si JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 


Northwich): I will put myself in order 
by moving to omit the words “ British 
Empire in Persia’ and to add the words 
“United Kingdom.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
will not be in order in moving that 
Amendment. The question before the 
House is the commercial position of this 
country in Persia. 


*Sir JOHN BRUNNER: Then, Mr. 
Speaker, you will tell me if I am out of 
order in my subsequent remarks; but I 
shall endeavour not to be so. I regret 
that the public mind is so much occupied 
in the consideration of affairs which are of 
so small importance in comparison with 
the enormous extent and value of our 
trade at home. It appears to me that 
we have gone absolutely crazy on these 
matters, and in making up our minds 
to spend money in making railways in 
Persia and Uganda, and even in making 
a railway throughout the whole length 
of Africa from north to south, instead 
of developing our trade at home and in 
those countries which have been most 
progressive in recent years. That is not 
the way in which the German Govern- 
ment started to develop their trade. 
They had not spent enormous sums of 
money in different parts of the world 
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| House. 


| Sm JOHN BRUNNER: Then I will say 
/no more ; but I recommend to the House 
'with the utmost earnestness that they 

should not occupy valuable time on such 
|a small affair as trade with Persia, but 
| ghould ask the Government to facilitate 
| our transport at home in the firm conviec- 
| tion that that is the way in which best to 
| promote the prosperity of our Empire. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: After the 
reply which has been given by the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs, I do not 
desire to press the Amendment. I placed 
the Amendment on the Paper in order to 
| give the Government an opportunity of 
| putting on record their policy in regard 
'to Persia and India. Though the noble 
Lord did not cover the whole ground, yet, 
| so far as he did go, I regard his statement 
_as satisfactory. I beg leave to withdraw 
_ the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question again proposed. 
SELF-GOVERNMENT (UNITED 
KINGDOM). 


*(4.8.) Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen,N.): In 
rising to move the Amendment standing 
'on the Paper in my name, no one is more 
aware than I am of the disadvantage 


under which the mover of such an 
Amendment is placed. The debate 
ought to be essentially non-partisan, 
'but the nature of the occasion pre- 


cludes it for being regarded in that 
character. For many years several hon. 
friends on this side of the House, belong- 
‘ing to various nationalities, Scotch, 
Welsh, and Irish, have constantly en- 
deavoured to find an opportunity of 
obtaining a smali portion of the time 
'of the House to bring before it this 


628 


(relevant to the Amendment before the 





before they reduced, in a fashion we do | important question of devolution of 
not dream about, the cost of carrying | the work of Parliament, and one of the 
goods from one end of their Empire to | arguments pointing to the unsatisfactory 
the other, and more especially tothe sea-| condition of the affairs in the House is 
ports. Instead of spending eight millions | that no time can be found for the dis- 
on a railway in Uganda or two millions | cussion of such an important subject ex- 


in Persia, if we were to make a free| cept on an occasion like this. To my . 


-eanal from the Mersey to the Humber— | mind, it is a question not of diminishing, 
| but of increasing importance, and it is 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The no new one. It is natural for each 
remarks of the hon. Member are not| Member to consider his own subject 


Sir Edward Sassoon. 
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as being the most important that can 
be brought forward. But Members in 
every part of the House must realise 






tion I bring before it, than in almost 
any other, for without some such de- 
yolution as my amendment contends for, 


tions debated in this House become there- 
fore purely academic, without any chance 
of becoming law, or of affecting public 
opinion in any way. I think it will 
be generally admitted that if party 
interests could be eliminated entirely, and 
if] can make good the three following 
conditions, I shall have made out my 
case. I shall endeavour to prove (1st), 
that the existing state of affairs im- 
peratively demands a remedy; (2nd), 
that the remedy proposed will be 
dficacious ; and (3rd), that the informed 
public opinion of those most interested 
inthe question is in favour of a change 
or inclines in the direction. 

Well, Sir, the existing state of affairs im- 
peratively demands a remedy for the 
reason that ever since 1867 this House 
has been overburdened with work. The 
public at present are very largely de- 
ceived as to the amount of work the 
House can do. Every Member receives 
countless letters and circulars from 
individuals, societies, and combinations 
who wish to bring their particular 
objects before the House, and every 
Member sees that it is a waste of time 





to trouble them with 99 out of 100 
of these complaints and subjects for 
possible legislation. Really important 
legislation is blocked, and the loss of 
Parliamentary time is appalling, and 
greatly increasing every session. The 
divisions in the House take place to 
a large extent on subjects strange and 
foreign to a great number of the Mem- 
bers who take part in these divisions. 
A division on a question relating to 
Scotland is not familiar to English, Irish or 
Welsh Members; and so also with divisions 
on questions relating to England, Ireland, 


and Wales, which are often unfamiliar to | 


Members belonging to the countries not 
directly affected. Last session there were 
480 divisions. That means, taking the 
Parliamentary day at nine hours, a loss of 
three weeks of Parliamentary time spent in 
walking round the lobbies, and spent on 
Matters on which the majority of hon. 
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that there is more reality in the ques- | 


the efficiency of Parliament must break | 
down, and the large majority of the ques- | 


‘concensus of opinion, the United States 
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| Members boast their ignorance. The con- 
| gestion of public business is well illustrated 
| by the fact that seventeen millions of the 
money were voted last session in one even- 
ing. Regarded as a matter of business that 
was an absolute farce. The nation has Im- 
perial responsibilities, which the House 
and the public outside either neglect or is 
ignorant of. ‘Take the case of our great 
dependency, India, for the welfare of which 
this House is responsible. During the 
last decade of the last century nineteen 
millions of its inhabitants died of famine, 


and I would ask hon. Members to 
contrast these appalling figures with 
the fact that the total loss of life 


throughout the world by war during 
107 years only amounted to five millions 
of people. I will not dwell on this point 
beyond saying that the nation is not free 
from the gravest responsibility when 
questions affecting India, which are of 
vital importance to our good name and 
to the existence of our Empire, are dis- 
posed of in this House year after year 
in one short afternoon. If further proofs 
were wanted for my argument it is the 
fact that the House is about to be invited 
to consider the reform of its procedure. 
But reform in procedure will only touch 
the fringe of the question, as there is an 
overwhelming amount of work to be 
transacted. Another proof that public 
opinion is being moved on this question is 
the cry we have just heard for “ efficiency.” 
It comes from some of the clearest minds 
which the country possesses, and I think 
the country should be grateful to ‘Lord 
Rosebery for having drawn attention to 
that crying need and necessity at the 
present time. It is because I believe 
that no greater step can be taken towards 
procuring efficiency than by adopting this 
Amendment that I mention the matter. 
Having alluded to Lord Rosebery, I will 
just read to the House the opinion of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition, which is contained in his 
election address of 1895. He said— 

“«The excessive burden of work now imposed 
on Parliament can only be relieved by a large 
system of devolution. It is for this reason as 
well as from a sense of right and justice to the 
nations concerned that I regard as an urgent 
necessity the creation in the three kingdoms 
of subordinate assemblies.” 

I would ask hon. Members to look around 
the world, when this question of efficiency 
is brought forward, and to see who are our 
greatest rivals. Are they not, by a general 
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and Germany, both being nations which 
have adopted this very system of State 
rights and devolution which I am now 
advocating. I trust these remarks will 
prove my first proposition, namely, that 
the existing state of affairs imperatively 
demands a remedy 

I maintain also that the remedy I pro- 
pose will be efficacious ; but at the outset I 
desire to state that I do not aim at or claim 
perfection for it. No measure carried into 
law can be absolutely perfect, but I do 
claim that the dangers and difficulties of 
this remedy do not approach in gravity 
those which it would remove. To those 
who are not blinded by the dilettante sort 
of optimism in which it seems to be the 
fashion of looking at serious questions now- 
adays surely the present situation in South 
Africa must be regarded as very serious 
indeed. [t has already been pointed out 
in this House, and I entirely concur, that 
had the people of this country possessed 
more Imperial knowledge, and by Imperial 
knowledge I mean, a realisation of their 
responsibilities, a knowledge of what was 
going on in the Colonies and a knowledge 
of Colonial feeling, in fact had we more 
cultivated attention to Imperial matters in 
this House, and so rendered it possible 
for the public mind to educate itself on 
them, the present state of affairs in South 
Africa would never have occurred It is 
surely obvious that this question which 
is commonly called Home Rule All 
Round is the first indispensable step 
towards obtaining what ought to be the 
ambition of every politician, namely the 
Imperial federation of the Empire. I 
also claim that such a remedy as | pro- 
pose would remove what | may call the 
one great and ineffaceable blot on the 
whole of the Government of this country 
during the last century, I mean the 
disaffection in our sister island, Ireland. 
I believe if this were granted that one 
of the chief causes of this disaffection 
would be at once removed, and that it 
would Iso remove that sympathy with 
disaffection in Ireland that exists to such 
an enormous extent in the United States, 
because if the state-right system which 
exists in the United States were granted 
to Ireland, the United States would not 
any longer have cause to sympathise 
with the present state of affairs in that 
country. It is said that if this were 
carried out that it would create separa- 
tion. 


Mr. Pirie. 
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To my mind the very reverse is 
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the case. It would remove the cause of 
separation as you would have a truly 
united and contented country to deal 
with. 

Now, my last proposition is that 
informed public opinion favours the 
charge, or at least inclines in that di- 
rection. Who are most interested? | 
may be told the predominant partner, 
the English, But the predominant 
partner already possesses the remedy, 
It has Home Rule. LKnglish Members 
are able to legislate and obtain their own 
views of things at the present moment, 
and therefore no further remedy is 
required for them But what about the 
other component parts of the United 
Kingdom, Ireland, Scotland, and Wales, 
The treatment of Ireland during the last 
century has been absolutely opposed to 
every law which, as far as! can humbly 
conceive, Providence intended should 
govern the treatment of one civilised 
race by another If hon. Members had 
seen the scenes which | saw in Ireland 
while on eviction duty, they might be the 
same determined advocates of Home 
Rule as I am, and to further which I 
entered this House. As regards my 
own country, Scotland, we carried a 
resolution in this House in 1895 
declaring that we demanded Home 
Rule for Scotland. That resolution, like 
every other demand from the Scottish 
Members, was contemptuously treated 
and flouted by this House. ‘Then there 
is the question of temperance legislation 
for Scotland. For years the Scottish 
Members had been demanding the right 
to relieve their country from the greatest 
curse any country can have, and yet, 
year after year, although motions had 
been passed by triumphant majorities 
of those most deeply aifeeted by the 
matter, that demand has been refused, 
because English Members did not want 
Scotland to set an example in temperance 


legislation. Surely ‘hen there is room 
for reform. Why should we, who have 
our own special Church and our 
own special ideas of education, be 


obliged to submit these questions to the 
House of Commons, which is largely com- 
posed of men who are ignorant of Scottish 
feeling and wishes? However, I am not 
now complaining of that, I am merely 
describing a state of affairs which exists 
at the present moment. As regards 
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Wales the principle of differentiation has 
already been admitted this session. 


I claim, Sir, to have proved my three 
propositions. I am only debating the 
matter asa principle on an occasion like 
the present, and I will not therefore enter 
into detail. The present is not the time for 
that. If the House with its multiplicity 
of work could afford time on a Tuesday 
afternoon, then many hon. Members 
would be prepared to enter into detail. 
AllI would say is that we do not claim 
to have one model for all four countries 
in the United Kingdom. This is not 
a revolutionary change. It is merely a 
change brought about by the demands of 
the progress of civilisation and the evolu- 
tion of society, as well as by the great 
problems which confront the present 
generation. As civilisation progresses, 
and society grows more and more com- 
plex a more minute system of govern- 
ment is naturally demanded. The right 
hon Gentleman the Member for 
Montrose said in June last that one 
thing was becoming clearer every day, 
and that was that a whole group of new 
problems was arising which would require 
the greatest consideration on the part of 
statesmen. [ would only remind the 
Government that this matter has been 
brought before the House on many 
previous occasions and would request 
them not to deal with it now, as it has 
been dealt with before. One way was 
to ridicule the proposition advanced, and 
only regret that a Scottish Member on 
the other side of the House attempted 
on one occasion to throw ridicule on it 
by calling attention to what a dull 
assembly a Scottish assembly in Edinburgh 
would be. Dull it might be, but it cannot 
be denied that it would carry out the busi- 
ness it was elected to carry out. The 
other way in which this question has been 
repeatedly dealt with has been for the 
representative of the Government to 
evolye an exaggerated case out of his own 
imavination of five Parliaments for the 
United Kingdom al! at war one with 
the other, and then condemn it. A more 
fantastic assumption cannot be imagined, 
under which all nationalities would be 
treated equally with due regard to their 
own interests, under the supreme control 
of the Imperial Parliament, the formation 
of which as areality must be the necessary 
precursor of Imperial Federation. There 
have been many solemn warnings and 
many signs of coming difficulties and 
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surely our nation should not be too proud 
to put its House figuratively speaking 
in order before the crisis comes. We 
ought not to be too proud to imitate the 
examples of other nations which show 
the most vitality, and the example of our 
Colonies which have adopted this system. 
Surely we might take a lesson from our 
rivals and from our Colonies of which we 
are so proud, and which ought to be to us 
bright examples of the vitality of progress 
by which alone nations can maintain their 
place. If not we flinch from our duty as 
citizens, we shirk our responsibilities as 
Members of a great Empire. Sir, I beg 
move. 

(4.30) Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY 
(Yorkshire, W.R., Pudsey) said he rose to 
second the Amendment, but the whole 
subject had been so exhaustively treated 
by his hon. friend the Member for North 
Aberdeen, that he had left himlittle to say 
upon the matter. He would only say that 
the letter which he wrote and which 
appeared in the Daily Vews, under the 
name of “A Liberal,’ expressed his 
views upon the question. The object 
both his hon. friend and himself had in 
initiating this debate was to obtain from 
the leaders of the Front Opposition 
Bench, and likewise from those hon. 
Gentlemen representing Irish constitu- 
encies, some inkling of their ideas upon 
this great an important subject. He 
had often heard it said in the Liberal 
circles in which he moved that the old 
extreme Home Rule, the form of which 
was embodied in the Bills of 1889 and 1893, 
was dead, and was not to be revived, 
but in its place there would be substi- 
tuted some modified form of Home Rule 
possibly on the lines of Home Rule 
All Round. Was that so? Because if it 
were it was of supreme importance that 
it should be made clear to the country. 
He was strongly of opinionthat the large 
numbers of Liberals who had at the 
present time strayed from the Liberal 
party would be anxious to join it again 
if this question were settled. Many 
would be willing to support a modified 
form of Home Rule if it were one which 
did not contain any germ of disintegre 
gation of the country. *He was entirely 
free from any pledge with regard to 
Home Rule, ard for the last three years 
he had refused to pledge himself, for the 
reason that during that time he could 
not describe himself as an ardent Home 
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wer , but since then he had been | House, and his suggestion gave them an 
irresistibly drawn to the conclusion that | opportunity of placing the Imsh Memberg 
something would have to be done in this | in a difficulty, because if his suggestion 
matter. There was something really terri- | was accepted the whole question would 
fying totimidminds in the name of Home | be solved, whereas if the Irish rejected 
Rule, but he believed the cause of Home | it Home Rule would be at an end. One 
Rule would be advanced if it could be| thing was certain—there was a keen 
called by some other name. At the! general desire to see the Liberal Party 
present juncture we took great pride) back in office. The country could not 
and hugged to ourselves the idea that | but recognise that there were a great 
we were the great colonising, adminis- number of important domestic questions 
trating and governing nation of the at the present time which could only 
world, and we were rather prone to} be properly dealt with by a Liberal 
deride the efforts of our continental rivals | Government. While the present Govern- 
in their colonisation schemes. Yet we’ ment remained in office they would 
had a problem at our back door, asitwere, | misgovern the country in the future as 
which had confounded the wits of all our | they had done in the past, indulging 
skilful politicians, and the minds of all in wars and frittering away the re- 
Members of the House. He ventured to sources of the country. We should find 
suggest that by localself-governmentsome- all progressive legislation stopped so 
what on the lines of the American State long as Home Rule in its present 
Senates this problem could be solved. bare and bold form was one of the chief 
Home Rule existed in almost every nation planks of the Liberal programme. He 
of the world. If they went to Berlin they | did not think, despite its sixteen years of 
would find in some part of the city the life, it could be allowed longer to hold 
palatial home of the German Reichstag, that place, but, on the contrary safety 
whilst in another part they would find would be found in a modified form of 
the more humble edifice of the Prussian Home Rule, and he appealed to the 
Senate. ° House to consider this question. Hon. 
: He didnot suggest that they should copy , Members could not but recognise that 
Germany in this matter, but rather they | there was a difficulty which would have 
should copy America. America was at to be surmounted; a difficulty which, 
the present time the richest, most popu- | by either a Liberal or a Tory Govern- 
lous, and most powerful nation in the’ ment, would have to be dealt with and 
world, and one could not but look | gettled. His own opinion was, that the 
forward to the time when that nation | revision of the Constitution in a matter 
would overshadow the whole of the | like this was a matter not for one party 
commercial! world. He ventured to sug- | or another, but for the whole House. 
gest that if such a system were offered | He did not expect that hon. Members and 
to Ireland, it would not be possible for | right hon. Members on the Unionist side 
the Irish people to reject it or to refuse | of the House would vote for the Amend- 
to accept it, for it was well known that ment, but he asked them to consider the 
the Irish demand for Home Rule was | question along with those who sat with 
largely dependent upon the sympathy him, and see whether a solution of this 
and pecuniary support it derived from question could not be found upon these 
America, and if lreland was offered a/ or gimilar lines. 
scheme of Local Government exactly, 4 mendment proposed, at the end of 
similar to that of America, her grievances | tp. Question, to add ie words— 
would disappear altogether, for Ameri- | ‘But we humbly represent to Your Majesty 
cans would be very loth to part with | that the time has come when self-government 
their dollars in order to obtain for a in local affairs should be granted to the various 


foreign nation better terms than those | countries of the United Kingdom, for which 


2 . : , | purpose legislative bodies should be created to 
they themselves enjoyed. It was chiefly | which the Imperial Legislature might delegate 
on those grounds,that he advocated a | the requisite powers. (Mr. Pirie.) 

scheme of devolution of this kind.! Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
Hon. Members on the Government | be there added.” 

side of the House were not generally | * (4-45.) Toe SECRETARY or STATE 
supposed to have any undue political | por tyr HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
love for the Irish representatives in the ' Ryzoqtg, Croydon): The hon. Member 

Mr. George Whiteley. , 
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who seconded this Amendment candidly | 
avowed the object he had in view, viz., | 
that the Liberal party must be returned | 
to power, and the Tory Government, 
which he himself at one time assisted, 
got tid of. It is difficult to prophesy, 
but I venture to say that if the Liberal 
Party came into power, and proposed 
anything in the nature of the suggestion 
contained inthe Amendment, they would 
very soon again be out of office, because 
I am satisfied that such a proposal would 
not meet with the sympathy of the 
people of the country. The hon. Member, 
who moved the Amendment, very truly | 
said that the proposal had been many | 
times before the House, and I think that 
nothing could be more remarkable than 
the contrast between the stupendous 
change involved in the carrying into 
effect of such a resolution as this, and 
the small amount of interest taken in 
the matter by the House. The reason so 
little interest is taken in the matter by 
the House, is that it is regarded as quite 
unreal, and not actually believed in 
by those who advocate it. Certainly, 
when one remembers the times it has 
been before the House, the small amount 
of interest it excites is quite remarkable. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) : 


It has been carried twice. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I remember it being 
carried once, and | daresay the hon. 
Member is right in saying it has been 
carried twice. But even then, on the 
occasion that I remember, it was carried 
only by a small majority in a House of | 
something like 200, and more than once 
it has not been possible to keep even 
forty members together in order to discuss | 
the subject. With the exception, of | 
course, of the hon. Gentlemen from 
Ireland (who do not regard this proposal 
as satisfactory) there is no desire what- | 
ever in the United Kingdom for 
anything in the nature of Home Rule. 
The hon. Member who seconded the 
Amendment implied that the institution 
of such a scheme as this would put an 
end to the Irish demand. If by that he| 
meant their expressed determination to | 
have Home Rule, and such Home Rule as | 
they have before now shadowedout, I think | 
he is vastly mistaken. I do not believe | 
that any mere delegation of local affairs | 
is at all likely to satisfy the demands of : 
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the Irish Members. Indeed, I believe 
that on a previous occasion when this 
matter was under discussion, and 
actually carried by a small majority, one 
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|or mure of the Irish representatives 


dissented from the proposal. 

I have said that, with the exception of 
Ireland, the demand for Home Rule has 
not been put forward with anything like 
strength from any part of the Kingdom. 
Take Scotland. Can it be contended that 
there is any such demand? |“ Yes.”} 
Where are the signs of it? We are told 
that at one time there was a majority of 
Scotch Members who supported the pro- 


posal. I do not believe a majority of 
' Scotch Members could be got to 
support such a proposal now. Then, 


as regards England, certainly it 
could not be contended for one moment 
that there is any desire of the kind. On 
the contrary, a great majority would be 
found who opposed such a_ proposal. 
So far as Wales is concerned, we have 
already had a discussion on the subject, 
and I should not attempt to renew it: 
but on that occasion the House negatived 
an Amendment suggesting a modified form 
of Home Rule for Wales. Therefore, as 
Ireland certainly would have nothing to 
do with such a scheme of modified Home 
Rule, as meeting their demand, as there 
is no evidence to show that Scotland 
desires it, as England, without doubt, is 


opposed to it, and Wales has been refused 


it, I really cannot see what argument 
can be brought forward to induce the 
House te assent to the Amendment under 
discussion. 

It must be remembered that things have 
greatly changed of late years with regard 
to the administration of local affairs. 
When the question came up the other 
day with regard to Wales, my right hon. 
friend the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board made use of language in 
which [ heartily concur, as to what might 
possibly happen in the future in connec- 
tion with County Councils. I confess 
that when I drew the Bill of 1888 I 
looked forward to the time when a great 
deal more should be done in the direction 
of devolution than was then proposed. 
We did indeed propose more than was 
assented to by the Llouse, because we 
desired to delegate to County Councils a 
great number of the powers at that time 
possessed by Government Departments, 
The House, however, did not see fit to 
assent to that proposal, and perhaps, 
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I admit, with some reason, because at that 
time it was impossible to say how those 
Councils would be constituted, or how 


{COMMONS} 











640 


But that is one of the disadvantages of 
these abstract resolutions. The abstract 
resolution has, I admit, something rather 
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they would do their work, and it would | attractive about it, and many people 
have been rash, until the experiment was | would be inclined to vote for it, or not 
shown to be a success, to transfer to them | to vote against it as an abstract resolu- 
the various powers proposed. But since | tion, who would shrink back in horror 
then we have had much experience of | from its proposals when put into the 
County Councils, and I am not using | shape of a Bill. If the hon. Gentleman 
exaggerated language when I say they | opposite is so sure that it would do 
have admirably discharged the duties | something likely to be acceptable and 
cast upon them, and they have inspired | not damaging to the Empire, or to the 


in the minds of everyone such an 
amount of confidence as will justify the 


some future time. Then, too. County 
Councils have been set up in Scotland 
and in Ireland, and, in addition, Private 
Bill Legislation has been remitted to be 


dealt with in Scotland. What has taken | 


place with regard to Private Bill 
Procedure in Scotland may, I think we 
may hope, very well take place with 
regard to other parts of the kingdom 
before very long. The work is being 
effectively and well done, and I see no 
reason at all why similar powers in that 
direction should not be given to other 
parts of the country. 


affairs are concerned, there is already a. 


large measure of delegation, and there 
is no reason why further advance in the 
same direction should not be made 
before very long. But the proposal 


before the House goes very much further | 


than any question of the delegation of 
merely local affairs. It would mean the 
total disruption of the existing order of 
things, of the system on which this 
Empire is governed. It 
separation where we ought to have 
unity. Whatever may be said about 
foreign procedure, ‘here 


unity of the Empire, let him try his 


. ‘hand at a Bill, so that we may see 
delegation to them of further powers at | 


what it is he proposes to do. 


Mr. PIRIE: I-have already intro- 
duced a Bill for Home Rule for Scotland, 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I have not seen that 
Bill, but this proposal is much larger 
than one of Home Rule for Scotland 
What does it mean? Are we to have 
four or five Parliaments? Are we to 
have four or five Executives? What 
are to be the exact relations between 
the local Parliaments and the Imperial 
Parliament? It is all very well for the 
hon. Members to say that they desire the 
local Parliament to discuss only local 


Therefore, I contend that, so far as local affairs, and that all matters of Imperial 
| interest should be confined to the Imperial 


Parliament. Does the hon. Member 
suppose for one moment that if there 
were these local Parliaments you could 
by any device or Act of Parliament 


'confine their discussions to matters of 


proposes | 


can be no} 


doubt at all that the tendency all over | 


the world is towards, not separation, but 
unity. We have had a striking example 
of that of late years in Australia, where 
that tendency has resulted in the 
establishment of the Commonwealth, 
and to embark on any such enterprise 
as that suggested by this Amendment 
would, in my opinion, be going entirely 
contrary to the spirit of the age and the 
desire of the English people. 


The proposer of the resolution said he 
did not enter into details. That is very 


true, and | think he showed his wisdom, | 


Mr. Ritche. 


purely local interest? Of course you 
could not. Can it be conceived, for 
instance, that the local Parliament of 
Ireland or of Scotland, or anywhere else 
would not feal itself perfectly justified in 
discussing such questions as the war in 
South Africa, as India and the way she 
is governed, or the finances of the 
country generally? Nothing could, by 
any possibility, prevent such discussions. 
Does the hon. Member think that 
dscussions on Imperial matters carried 
on in that way, with different ideas and 
different policies in the various Parlia- 
ments, would strengthen the Empire in 
its Imperial work? What the hon. 
Member proposes would not strengthen, 
but weaken, the Empire. I can only 
repeat what my predecessors have said 
again and again, that in our opinion the 
proposal shadowed forth by this resolution 
to put the British Constitution into the 
melting pot without knowing exactly 
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what will come out, is a proposal which | 


the Government will strenuously resist ; 
and I can assure the hon. Member and 


those who agree with him that we shall | 


not be enticed by the holding out to us 
ef the prospect of a serener time here 
into departing from the principle which 
we are bound to maintain, viz., the unity 
of the Empire. Nothing will induce us 
to accept Home Rule in any shape or 
form, by whatever name the _ hon. 
Gentleman may choose to call it.y ~~ 


g(5.0). Mr. DALZIEL: The right hon. 
Gentleman opposite has brought forward 
many arguments upon this subject, but 
I think the last he has used is the 
weakest of all. Is it not a fact that 
every Town Council in the country has 
the right to discuss, and even to send 
petitions dealing with great Imperial 
matters. In our colonies you have 
representative Parliaments which are 
allowed to pass resolutions, and express 
their opinion regarding Imperial pclicy, 
and with regard to the South African 
war, and yet they do not contribute 
to the expenditure in connection with 
the war. If we have local assemblies 
directly contributing to the expendi- 
ture of such an undertaking as_ the 
South African war, surely they have 
more right to express their opinion 
upon Imperial affairs than they have in 
our self-governing colonies. The right 
hon. Gentleman has stated that this is an 
unreal debate, and I agree with him. It 
is an academic debate, but it has less 
interest than it would otherwise have 
possessed had my hon. friend made his 
best efforts to get hon. Members together 
to support it. We thought the House 
was going to be engaged to-day discussing 
the great and important telephone 
question, and it seems mysterious to me 
that that question has not come on. The 
right hon. Gentleman has said that there 
is no case for this Amendment, and I agree 
that the time is inopportune to discuss 
this question in one sense. I think, how- | 
ever, that my hon. friend has done a 
public service in bringing the question 
forward, for no one has done more to keep 
local government before the attention 
of the Scottish people than he has. 
When the right hon. Gentleman says | 
that there is no case at at all for this | 
Amendment, he is taking up a line of | 
argument which cannot be defended. | 
Iwould remind the right hon. Gentle- | 
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man of the fact that in the King’s 
Speech the name of Scotland is not 
even mentioned, and it is treated as if it 
did not exist at all, Ifwe get the same 
treatment this session as we did 
last, we shall only get a single day to 
discuss the whole of the Scottish Estimates. 
This fact has only got to be mentioned 
in order to show that there is a case for 
this Amendment. It is worth while 
noting that if Scottish Members were 
supreme at the present time, or at any 
time since the passing of the Reform Bill, 
we should have been able to settle the 
liquor question and the land question 
exactly on the lines advocated by the 
great majority of the Liberal Party. It 
is contrary to the principle of represent- 
ative government, that for twenty, thirty, 

or forty years, the majority of the people 
of Scotland, through the political power 
which this House has given them, should 

have returned an overwhelming majority 

of her representatives to Parliament 
in favour of certain measures, and 

yet this House refuses to pass them. 

This is totally opposed to the repre- 

sentative principle, and it is a 

legitimate fgrievance to the Scottish 

people. When the right hon. Gentleman 

says we have no case at all I think he is 

wrong. He has referred to the Colonies, 

and from what he has said one would 

think that the right hon. Gentleman the 

Member for West Birmingham had been 

out and discovered those Colonies, and 

that nobody had heard of them before. 

I think a good many of these things are 

being said in view of the Coronation, and 

they probably have another explanation. 

I would remind the right hon. Gentleman 

that all the Colonies that came to our aid 

in this war are Colonies which are strong 

because they have asystem of Home Rule, 

and they have got that system in spite of 

the party to which the right hon. Gentle- 

man belongs. It is no argument to say 

that Home Rule is against the best 

interests of the Empire. 

I do not think, however, that, in the 
interests of this question itself, this is 
a proper time to give a decision with 
regard so it. Many hon. Members 
who would be obliged to vote against 
this Amendment might, under other 
circumstances, be inclined to support 
it. This Amendment puts some of 
our friends in a rather awkward position, 
and many of its supporters are away 
to-day who would doubtless be present 
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upon another occasion. But perhaps the 
most important reason of all, so far as I 
can judge the political situation, is that 
I do not think there is any immediate 
likelihood of a Government being in 
office which would carry out the 
proposal contained in the Amendment. 
There is a good deal of work to be done 
outside before we can carry this proposal, 
and in view of the fact that the principle 
has been approved of on two separate 
occasions by a substantial majority, I 
would appeal to my hon. friend, now that 
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his object has been satisfied by this dis- 
cussion, to withdraw his Amendment. I 
notice that we are going to tinker with 
our rules of procedure, and hon. Members 
opposite think that a mere alteration of 
the rules will satisfy this demand for 
more available time. In my opinion, this 
House can never adequately deal with the 
local affairs of all parts of the United 
Kingdom, and we demand Home Rule 
because we think it is in the interest of 
the localities concerned and in the 
interests of this House. The House of 
Commons has enough to do with Imperial 
affairs. Therefore, I appeal to my hon. 
friend to be satisfied with the debate 
which has taken place, and let the 
question rest where it is. We may be 
able to have another motion at some 
other more favourable opportunity when 
we may hope for a more satisfactory 
result. 


Mr. PIRIE: In view of the appeal 
that has been made to me by my hon. 
friend, I beg leave to withdraw my 
Amendment. 


Question put and negatived. 
Main Question again proposed. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 


I would now ask the Government to be 
kind enough to agree to the adjournment 
of the debate, in order that I may move 
tomorrow the Amendments standing in 
my name relating to the affairs of Ire- 
land. I can assure hon. members that 
the House will lose nothing by consenting 
to this arrangement. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I think that is a 
perfectly reasonable proposal and I agree 
to it. 


Debate adjourned till to-morrow. 
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COLLEGIATE CHARGES (SCOTLAND). 
Bill to confer additional powers on the 
Court of Teinds in Scotland with refer- 
once to Collegiate Charges ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. James Campbell, Mr. 
John Edward Gordon, Mr. Maxwell, Sir 
Walter Thorburn, and Sir Mark Stewart. 


COLLEGIATE CHARGES (SCOTLAND) 

“To confer additional powers on the 
Court of Teinds in Scotland with refer- 
ence to Collegiate Charges,” presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 9th April, 
and to be printed. [Bill 45]. 

TEINDS (SCOTLAND). 
Bill to amend the Law of the Teinds, 
and to abolish fiars prices in Scotland, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Ren- 
shaw, Mr. Nicol, Mr. James Campbell, 
Mr. Gordon, Mr. Orr-Ewing, and Sir 
John Stirling-Maxwell. 
TEINDS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

‘To amend the Law of Tiends, and to 
abolish fiars prices in Scotland,” presented 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 16th 
April, and to be printed. [Bill 46.] 

COMPANIES CERTIFICATES. 

Bill to provide for the issues by Com- 
panies of Share and Stock Certificates, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Banbury, 
Mr. Wallace, Mr. John Edward Gordon, 
and Mr. Henderson. 

COMPANIES CERTIFICATES BILL. 

“To provide for the issue by Com 
panies of Share and Stock Certificates,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be 
read a second time upon Friday, and to 
be printed. [Bill 47.] 

NEW LICENCES (IRELAND). 

Bill to amend the Law as to the grant- 
ing of New Licences for the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in Ireland, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Timothy M. Healy 
and Mr. Clancy. 

NEW LICENCES (IRELAND) BILL. 

“To amend the Law as to the granting 
of New Licences for the sale of intoxicat- 
ing liquors in Ireland,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Friday, and to be printed. 


(Bill 48. ] 


Adjourned at a quarter after Five 
o’clock. 





Mr. Dalxel. 
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OF LORDS. 


Thursday, 23rd January, 1902. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPORTS. 


Index to Reports of His Majesty‘s 
Diplomatic and Consular Representatives 
abroad on trade and subjects of general | 
interest, 1898-99. 


STATISTICS. 


Statistical Tables relating to the Col- 
onial and other Possessions of the United 
Kingdom, Part XXIV., for the year 1899. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (JUDICIAL 


RENTS) 
1. Return for the month of March, 
1901. 
2. Return for the month of April, 
1901. 


Presented, (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


LUNACY. 


Return of all sums received by the 
Visitors of lunatics for travelling expenses 
or upon any other account, from the Ist 
January to the 3lst December, 1901: 


GRENADA. 


Amended prison rule relating to 
punishment by flogging for misconduct 
in prison : : 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACT, 1894 AND | 

1896. | 

Order No. 6408, entitled the Bristol | 

(Avonmouth Foreign Animals Wharf 
Revocation Order of 1902: 


POLLING DISTRICTS 


1. County of Lancaster. Order made 
by the County Council of the county 
palatine of Lancaster re-dividing 
the Lancaster Parliamentary Di- 
vision into polling districts. 

2. County of Northumberland. Order 
made by the County Council of the 
county of Northumberland alter- 
ing the polling districts in the 


Wansbeck Parliamentary Division 
of the county. 


VOL. CI. 
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| 3. County of Southampton. Order 
| made by the County Council of 
| the county of Southampton alter- 
| ing the polling districts in the 


Reports, &e. 


Andover Parliamentary Division. 

4, Borough of Derby. Order made 
by the council of the borough of 
Derby redividing the borough into 
polling districts : 





LOCAL REGISTRATION OF TITLE 
(IRELAND) ACT, 1891, AND THE 
SMALL DWELLING ACQUISITION 
ACT, 1899. 


Rules dated 31st July 1901. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 





BANK OF ENGLAND. 
| Applications made by the First Lord 
|of the Treasury and the Chancellor of 
'the Exchequer of the Governor of the 
| Bank of England for advances to 
| Government, authorised by Parliament, 
from 5th January, 1901, to 5th January 
1902 : 

Delivered (pursuant to 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


Act), and 


House adjourned at Four o’clock, till 
To-morrow, half-past Ten ‘o’clock, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 23rd Janury, 1902. 


The House met at Three of the Clock. 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Ordered, That the Select Committee 
on Standing Orders do consist of Thir- 
teen Members :—Sir John Brunner, Sir 
William Coddington, Mr. John Edward 
Ellis, Sir Thomas Esmonde, Dr. Farqu- 
harson, Mr. Halsey, Mr. Humphreys- 
Owen, Mr. James Lowther, Sir James 
Rankin, Mr. William Redmond, Sir 
Mark M‘Taggart Stewart, Mr. Whit- 
more, and Mr. Wodehouse were accord- 
ingly nominated Members of the 
Committee.—(Mr Halsey.) 





SELECTION. 


Ordered, That the Committee of Selec- 
tion do consist of Eleven Members :— 
Mr. Blake, Mr. Sydney Buxton, Sir John 


2C 
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Dorington, Sir William Hart Dyke, Dr. | TRADE AND NAVIGATION. 
Farquharson, Mr. M‘Kenna, Sir Edward 
Reed, Sir Mark M‘Taggart Stewart, Mr. 
Wharton, Mr. Wodehouse, and the 
Chairman of the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders were accordingly nomi- 
nated Members of the Committee.—(.1/r. | POST OFFICE (NATIONAL TELEPHONE 
Halsey.) COMPANY). 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 22nd January; Mr. Gerald 
| Balfour|; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 24.] 


| Return presented, relative thereto 
PETITIONS. \fordered 22nd January; J/r. Austen, 
| Chamberlain]; to lie upon the Table, 
| and to be printed. [No. 25. | 


GROCERS’ LICENCES. 


Petition from Flint, for legislation ; to GRENADA. 
lie upon the Table. | 


| Copy presented, of Amended Prison 

saci | Rule relating to Punishment by Flogging 
RETURNS, REPORTS, Ete. | for Misconduct in Prison [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF | i i 
SOU (HAMPTON). AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND). 
Copy presented,—of Order made by Copy presented, of Return forthe 
the County Council of Southampton | quarter ended 31st December 1901 [by 
altering the Polling Districts in the | Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
Andover Parliamentary Division [by | 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. | PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
| THE CLERK ASSISTANT. 
POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF ad Se ei Tee = i 
LANCASTER). | CHARITABLE ENDOWMENTS (LONDON). 
Copy presented, of Order made by | Further return relative thereto [ordered 
the County Council of the County | 2nd August, 1894; Mr Francis Stevenson); 
Palatine of Lancaster redividing the | to be printed. [No. 26.] 
Lancaster Parliamentary Division into 
Polling Districts [by Act]; to lie upon INQUIRY INTO CHARITIES (COUNTY 
the Table. OF MONTGOMERY). 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF | Further return relative thereto 
NORTHUMBERLAND). |{ordered 14th February, 1900; Jf. 
Copy presented, of Order made by | Grant Lawson|; to be printed. [No. 
the County Council of the County of | 27.] 
Northumberland altering the Polling | 
Districts inthe Wansbeck Parliamentary | INQUIRY INTO CHARITIES (COUNTY 
Division of the County [by Act]: to lie oe Caan arom). 
upon the Table. Further Return _ relative thereto 
eee ' [ordered 10th February 1898; Mr. 
POLLING DIS Ah algal OF | Grant Lawson]; tobe printed. [No. 28.] 
Copy presented, of Order made by | Se ew ad ees cals 
the Council of the Borough of Derby | ane eee ee 
redividing the Borough into Polling Return ordered, “showing the total 
Districts [by Act]; to lie upon the| quantities of Whiskey in Bond (dis- 
Table. tinguishing the quantities in general 
warehouses from the quantities in 
ALIEN IMMIGRATION. distillers’ warehouses) in each Excise 
Return presented, relative thereto | collection in Scotland on the 31st day 
fordered 22nd January; Mr. Gerald | of January 1902.”—(Mr. Gordon.) 
Balfour|; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 23.] 

















649 


ORD 


TI 
repo 
Stan 
with 
the 
dete: 
men 
first 
that 
List 
Lord 

l 
cil. 
9 


Cory 
J 








648° 


ereto 
orald 
d to 


ONE 


reto 
sten, 


able, 


BY 


YN). 
red 


on}; 


‘eto 
Vr, 
No. 


eto 











649 Private Bill 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


ORDER OF ORIGINATION OF PRIVATE 
BILLS. 

The Chairman of Ways and Means 
reported, That, in accordunce with 
Standing Order 79, he had conferred 
with the Chairman of Committees of 
the House of Lords, for the purpose of 
determining in which House of Parlia- 
ment the respective Private Bills should be 
first considered, and they had determined 
that the Bills contained in the following 
List should originate in the House of 
Lords, viz. :— 


1. Arbertillery Urban District Coun- | 


cil. 
2. Ashton-under-Lyne and Dukinfield 
Corporations (Alma Bridge, &c.). 


3. Baker Street and Waterlov Rail- | 


way. 

4. Barry Railway. 

5. Birmingham and Midland Tram- 
ways. 

6. Birmingham Assay Office. 

7. Birmingham Corporation Water. 

8. Bradford Corporation. 

9. Bradford on-Avon Gas. 

10. Bristol Corporation. 

11. Bristol Water. 

12. Brompton and Piccadilly Circus 
Railway (New Lines. &c.). 

13. Brynaman and Neath Railway. 

14. Buxton Urban District Council. 

15. Caterham and District Gas. 


Railway. 

17. Central London Railway (New 
Lines). 

18. Charing Cross, Euston, and Hamp- 
stead Railway (No. 3). 

19. Charing Cross, Hammersmith, and 
District Electric Railway (No. 2). 


20. Chigwell, Loughton, and Wood- | 


ford Gas. 
21, City and Crystal Palace Railway. 


Electric Railway (No. 2). aa 

23. Consett Water. 

24. Darley Dale Water. 

25. Deal and Walmer Gas. 

26. Devonport Corporation (General 
Powers). 

27. Devonport Corporation (Water). 

28, Devonport Water. 

29. Donegal Railway. 

30. Dover Harbour. 
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i _ | Council. 
16. Central Argentine and Rosario | 
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31. Edgeware and Hampstead Rail 
way. 
32. Exeter and District Tramways. 
33. Felixtowe and Walton Improve- 


| ment. 
34. Great Northern and City Rail- 


Business. 


35. Great Northern and Strand Rail- 


os 


). Great Northern Railway (No. 2). 

37. Hastings Harbour District Rail- 
way (Extension of Time). 

38. Hastings Tramways. 

39. Herne Bay Improvement. : 

40. Isle of Wight Central Railway. 

41. King’s Road Railway (Putney Ex- 
tension). 


42. Lancashire County (Lunatic 
| Asylums). 

43. Leicester Corporation. 

44. Liverpool Cathedral. 

45. Liverpool Grain Storage and 
| Transit Company. 

46. London and Brighton Electric 
| Railway. 
| 47. London and South Western 
| Railway. 

48. London, Brighton, and South 


| Coast Railway. 

49. London United Electric Railways. 
| 50. Longwood Gas. 
| 51. Manchester District 
| Board. 
| 52. Margate Corporation Water. 
| 53. Medway and Thames Canal. 

54. Menai Bridge Urban District 


Telephone 


55. Mexborough and Swinton Tram- 
ways. : 
56. Midland Counties Junction Rail- 


| ways (Sale) Act, 1901 (Amendment). 


57. National Telephone Company 
_ (Kingston-upon-Huil). 
| 58. National Telephone Company 


(Manchester Area). ; 
59. Newcastle and Gateshead Water. 
60. Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation 


; 4 bs ; | Tramways. 
22. City and North-East Suburban | 


61. Newport (Salop) Improvement. — 
62, North and South Shields Electric 


| Railway. 


63. North-East London Railway (No. 
2). 

64. North Ormesby, South Bank, and 
Grangetown Tramways. 

65. North Staffordshire Tramways. 

66. Northumberland Electric Tram- 
ways. 
2C2 
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67. North-West London Railway. 

68. Nottingham Corporation. 

69. Owens College, Manceester. 

70. Piccadilly and City Railway 
{No. 2). 

71. Plymouth, Devonport, and South 
Western Junction Railway. 

72. Rhondda Urban District Council. 

73. Rhymney Railway. 

74. Rickmansworth Gas. 

75. Rossendale Valley Tramways. 

76. Rusthall Manor. 

77. Saddleworth, 
Lees Tramways. 

78. South Eastern and London, 
Chatham, and Dover Railways. 

79. South Shields, Sunderland, 
and District Tramways. 

80. Street Urban District Council 
Water. 

81. Sutton Bridge Dock. 

82. Swansea Corporation. 

83. Swansea Corporation Water. 

84. Swindon United Gas. 

85. Taff Vale Railway. 

86. Tiverton Market. 

87. Torquay and Paignton Tramways. 

&8. Tyne Improvement Commission. 

89. Tyneside Tramways and Tram- 
toads. 

90. Warrington Corporation (Educa- 
tion). 
‘491. Waterford 
Endowed Schools. 

92. Weardale and Shildon District 
Water. 

93. West Hampshire Water. 

94. Whitstable Improvement. 

95. Wigan Corporation. 

96. Wrexham District Tramways. 

97. Wrexham Water. 

98. Ystradfellte Water. 


Springhead, and 


4 
and Bishop Foy 


PRIVATE BILLS S SPENDED IN THE 
HOUSE OF LORDS SESSON 1901:— 


1. Charing Cross, Euston, and 
Hampstead Railway (No. 1) [Lords]. 
92. Charing Cross, Euston, and 
Hampstead Railway (No. 2.) [Lords]. 

3. Charing Cross, Hammersmith, 
and District Electric Railway (No. 1) 
[Lords]. 

4, City and North-East Suburban 
Electric Railway (No. 1) [Lords]. 

5. Islington and Euston Railway 
[Lords]. 

6. King’s Road Railway (No. 1) 
[Lords]. 
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7. North-East 
(No. 1s) ewe 3 

8. Piccadilly and City Railw vay 
(No. 1) [Lords]. 

9. West and South London a 
Railway [Lords]. 


London Railway 


(3.30.) QUESTIONS, 





South’African War—Colonial Contribu- 
tions to Cost of War. 

Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
..): [beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury, whether he can state the total 
cost of the South African War up to 31st 
December, 1901; how much of the 
amount has been contributed by each of 
the following Colonies: Australia, 
Canada, New Zealand, and Cape Colony ; 
and what has been the amount of Ire 
land’s contribution to the war expendi- 
ture up to the same date. 


Toe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): No, Sir, these figures cannot be 
given, even if it were desirable to give 
them. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Is the reason that in money the 
Colonies contributed practically nothing 4 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR: No, it is not. 


Mr. SWIFT JMACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): They would not do it, 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): On this question, may I ask the 
Secretary for War whether he did not 
promise last session that these figures 
should be given # 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ros 
WAR(Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : 
Perhaps the hon. Member will refer me 
to the promise. I have no recollection 
of promising that the figures asked for in 
this particular Question should be given. 


Peace Negotiations. 
Mr. M‘LAREN (Leicester, Bosworth): 
I beg to ask the first Lord of the Treasury, 
whether, in the month of July of last 
year, or at any other time since the 
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negotiations between Lord Kitchener Oommandant Scheepers. 
and General L. Botha took place, any} Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
proposals with a view to a settlement of | to ask the Secretary of State for War if 
the war in South Africa have been con-| Commandant Scheepers was a prisoner 
veyed, directly or indirectly, to any | of war; and, if so, can he explain why 
member of the Cabinet on behalf of the! was he executed. 
leaders of the Boers. 
Mr. BRODRICK: Commandant 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, no | Scheepers was executed on conviction of 
proposal of the kind has reached us on | various gross offences against the usages 
the part of any one who is able to speak | of war, including seven cold-blooded 


for the leaders of the Boer forces. murders of natives and the flogging of 
a white man. The status of prisoner of 


Mr. Newton's Promotion. war carries no exemption from trial for 
murder or any such violation of the laws 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg toask | of war. 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he can explain why Mr. Newton, Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): As this 
who was Resident Commissioner of the case has excited great interest both in 
Bechuanaland Protectorate at the time | this country and abroad, will the right 
of the Jameson Raid, has been appointed | hon. Gentleman consent to put on the 
to the position of Colonial Secretary for | Table of the House a full report of the 
Barbados, with a seat on the Legislative | trial 3 
Council of that island, seeing that his 
conduct in allowing himself to be per- Mr. BRODRICK : I do not think 
suaded by Mr. Rhodes to withhold from | yhat it would be desirable to make any 
the High Commissioner, the late Lord | distinction between this trial and others. 
Rosmead, information of the existence | We have undertaken to lay the records. 
of the plot against the Transvaal of 
which he had knowledge, wascondemned| Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): As 
in the Report of the South African Com- capital cases are cases of great gravity, 
mittee, and, will he, having egard to) would there be any difficulty in post- 
Mr. Newton's conduct in the Jameson | poning them until some time after the 
Raid transaction, give an assurance that | war is over 1 
Boer prisoners of war shall not be de- | 
ported to Barbados while this gentleman; * Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Merthyr 
is entrusted with a share of the adminis-| Tydfil): May I ask whether Scheepers 
tration of that island. | was not suffering from appendicitis at 
| the time % 








THe SECRETARY or STATE For ; 
tHe COLONIES (Mr. J. Cuampertarn,| [No answer was given.] 
Birmingham, W.): Mr. Newton is ; 
an excellent Colonial officer, but he was | Boer Prisoners at Bermuda. 
remov'd from South Africa in conse-} Mr, CHARLES DOUGLAS (Lanark- 
quence of the condemnation of his | shire, N. W.): I beg to ask the First. 
conduct and has served as Colonial| Lord of the Treasury whether any 
Secretary of British Honduras, which | response has yet been made to the 
post carried less salary than his previous | petition of the Boer prisoners of war at 
appointment, since 1898, and has now | Bermuda, or what steps it is proposed to. 
been promoted on account of his services | take. 
in that capacity and of his fitness. 

I am not prepared to give such an| Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, Sir. They 
assurance. have been informed that the application 
cannot be entertained. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Did Mr. 


Rhodes pprove of the appointment ? War Expenditure. 


Mr. M‘CRAE (Edinburgh, E.): I beg 


[No answer was returned]. to ask the Secretary of State for War 
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whether, having regard to the disburse 
ment from the Treasury of £46,300,000 
to 31st December last, on account of 
war expenditure in South Africa for 
the current financial year, and to the 
fact that the actual expenditure incurred 


is likely to exceed that amount, he can | 
; Questions, 


inform the House when an opportunity 


will be given for considering the further | 
supply necessary for the present financial | 


year for the prosecution of the war. 


Mr. BRODRICK : I hope very shortly 


to be able to introduce the Supplemen- | 


tary Estimates. 


Mr. M‘CRAE: 
after the new Rules of 
brought forward ? 


Procedure are 


Mr. BRODRICK: 


Surrenders of British Forces. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 


War whether, 


African forces have taken place since 


the last session of Parliament, involving | 


the loss of horses, rifles, and ammunition, 
such incidents have been reported to the 


to the Colonial Office ; and, whether such 
incidents, not being reported in Lord 
Kitchener’s published diaries, will be 
separately communicated to  Parlia- 
ment. 


Mr. BRODRICK: 
this nature have occurred. 


who has dealt with them. It is not, 
however, the practice to lay before 
Parliament the proceedings of the Courts 
of Inquiry held in such cases. 


Boshop and Kuruman Engagements. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he 
can state whether the residents of Boshop, 
which had been evacuated by the British, 
have arrived in Kimberley 
Kuruman has been looted and occupied by | 
2,000 Boers. I beg also toask the Secretary | 
of State for War, whether he can siate | 
what, according to the latest intelligence in | 
the possession of the War Office, is the | 
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Will it be before or | 


That I cannot say.|. * : ego 
“it is a bad subject for cross examination, 


| War whether, 


War Office, or by the Colonial Ministry | martial law in Cape 
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‘when supplies last reached that station; 


when news was last heard from it : and 
whether the garrison occupied a camp out- 
side the village which was in the occupation 
of the Boers. 

Mr. BRODRICK: In reply to both 
I have nothing to add to the 
information I have already given the 
hon Member. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Is the right 
hon.Gentleman aware that in the Standard 
oun December 31st it was stated that 
Boshop was evacuated, and further 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. This 
is a kind of cross examination which 
cannot be allowed. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Yes, Sir, and 
May [ point out the right hon. Gentleman 
says he has nothing to add to an answer 


: : to a Question—the one about Kuruman— 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | 
seeing that several sur- | 
renders of town guards and other South | 


which [ have never before put. 


Martial Law—Cape Ports Regulations. 
Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
under the operation of 
Colo my, it is 
necessary for all persons desiring to 
leave the Colony in order to come to 
this country to obtain permission from 
the military authorities ; and whether 
such permission has, as a matter of 
fact, been refused to persons against 


5 few incidents of | whom no offence whatever has been 


They have | 
been fully investigated by Lord Kitchener, | 


charged. 
Mr. BRODRICK: No person is 


|allowed to embark at any Cape port 


without a permit from the Com:and- 
ant or any officer duly authorised by 
him at that port. I have no information 
|as to cases in which such permission 


| has been refused. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Does that in- 


' clude Natal ? 


y; and whether | 


I think so. Natal 
two years 


Mr. BRODRICK: 
was under martial law for 
before Cape Colony. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Has Mr. 


position of the garrison at Kuruman; ;| Rhodes got a permit ? 
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Martial Law.—Case of Mr Merriman. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether it was by his direction, and, if 
not, by whose direction, that on Sunday 
25th August last Mr. Merriman, the 
Treasurer General in'the late Cape Go- 
vernment and an Executive Councillor 
of 25 years standing in the Colony, was 
ordered by two armed and mounted 
men, purporting to be sent by Major L. 
C. Potts, to confine himself to his farm 
at Stellenbosch, and was there kept a 
prisoner until 3rd September, armed 
men being stationed in the vitciniy of his 
farm ; whether he is aware that no charge 
has ever been made against Mr. Merri- 
man nor any reason assigned for this in- 
vasion of his personal liberty; whether 
he can now name the offence of which 
Mr. Merriman was guilty, or say upon 
what grounds he was so confined for ten 
days ; and, whether Mr. Merriman is now 
at full liberty and allowed to hear from 
and communicate freely with his friends, 
and especially his legal advisers in this 
country. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Mr. Merriman was 
in August residing at Stellenbosch, a dis- 
trict under martial law. It had been 
found necessary to require all persons 
residing in this district to remain on 
their own farms unless exceptionally 
granted special permits to travel by rail. 
Mr. Merriman had_ been originally 
granted a permit to travel between Stel- 
lenbosch and Capetown, but the General 
Officer Commanding at Capetown con- 
sidered that Mr. Merriman should not 
be treated differently to other civilians. 
The permit was, however, only with- 
drawn for ten days. No charge was 
made against him; he wes not arrested, 
nor has he been subjected to any re- 
strictions under martial law other than 
those imposed on all civilians. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Is 
the last paragraph accurate ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, I assume that | 
18 so. 
Essex Regiment. | 

Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford): | 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | 
War whether he is aware that the 1st | 
Battalion Essex Regiment now in South | 
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Africa have been under orders for India 
for two years, and that the 2nd Battalion 
Essex Regiment have landed in South 
Africa from India to relieve them, in 
accordance with his speech on the subject 
of reliefs in November last ; and whether, 
taking into consideration the fact that 
in anticipation of the move baggage has 
been sent on to India by the battalion, 
he can make some definite statement as 
to the destination of the 1st Battalion. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): I am afraid 
I cannot at present state when the time 
may arrive at which Lord Kitchener may 
be able to dispense with the services of 
this and other regiments. 


Military Employment of Natives. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (York, W. R., 
Elland): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he can state how 
many natives have been given arms in 
South Africa in any of the colonies, 
either by the Imperial or Colonial 
yovernments; and how many are acting 
in organised bodies either for defensive 
or field operations. 


Lorp STANLEY: May I refer the 
hon. Member to my reply to a similar 
Question put by the hon. Member for 
the Chesterfield Division of Derbyshire 
on Tuesday, the 21st instant. 7 


South African Supply and Oold Storage 
Company. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I beg 
to ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that the South African 
Supply and Cold Storage Company 
realised a profit of £1,066,000 sterling, 
mainly out of the contracts to supply 
meat to the British Army in South 
Africa; whether any competition was 
invited for this contract ; whether he is 


aware that, as in some cases this com- 


pany supplied frozen instead of fresh 
meat as contracted for, a refund of 


_ several thousands of pounds sterling was 


agreed upon; can he state whether 
this refund has been made, and whether 
precautions have been taken to insure 


+See page 457. 
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the payment of a reasonable price and 
delivery of quality according to contract. 


Lorp STANLEY: The reply to all 
these Questions is in the affirmative. 


Militia Reliefs for the Front. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if it is proposed to relieve 
the West Yorkshire and the other thir- | 
teen Militia battalions who have been | 
upwards of two years in South Africa. | 





Mr. BRODRICK: The gradual relief of | 
these Militia battalions is progressing ; six 
battalions have been despatched in relief 
to South Africa, two are starting to-day, 
and four more will go very shortly. | 

Imperial Yeomanry—Officers’ Rank. 

LIEUTENANT COLONEL PRYCE-JONES 
(Montgomery Boroughs): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether | 
he can state the reason why, according to | 
Army Order 1 of this month, officers | 
of the Imperial Yeomanry will in future | 
rank with those of the Militia, but | 
officers of the Volunteers will rank in a | 
grade lower by themselves, seeing that 
the latter pass the same examinations as 
the officers of the Militia. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Under the Act of 
1901 the Imperial Yeomanry were 
brought generally under the enactments 
relating to the Militia, and the officers 
were accordingly made to rank with the 
Militia officers. The officers of Militia 
and Volunteers do not pass the same 
examinations. 





Imperial Yeomanry at Aldershot. 
Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can state the number of the 
Imperial Yeomanry now training at 
Aldershot, and how many horses are 
provided for that training. 


Mr. ORR-EWING (Ayr Burghs): I 
beg also to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he can state the number of 
Yeomanry Recruits in training at Alder- 
shot, and whether they are provided 
with the full complement of officers ; 
and can he give the number of in- 
structors provided and the number of 
horses available for their training. 
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Mr. BRODRICK : The number of 
Imperial Yeomanry recruits under 
training at Aldershot is 4,942. They 


are at present being chiefly trained 
in dismounted work and musketry. 
Three hundred horses have been sent 
for use in their riding instruction ; this 
number is being increased daily, and 
will be raised to whatever point is con- 
sidered adequate by the military author- 
ities. The number of officers already 
appointed is 102, and, in addition, 13 
home Imperial Yeomanry officers are 
under orders to proceed to help them in 
instructing. 


Mr. JEFFREYS: May I ask my right 
hon. friend whether the military authori- 
ties consider 300 horses to be sufficient 
to train 4,000 Yeomanry. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I did not say so. 
These Yeomanry require instruction in 
dismounted work and also in musketry, 
and it is not considered advisable to 
bring too many horses into their charge 
at first. Many of these men have only 
arrived at Aldershot during the last few 
days, but all possible provision will be 
made for their instruction. 


Imperial Yeomanry Recruiting. 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to- 


ask the Secretary of State for War if the 
reinforcements for the Imperial Yeomanry 
in South Africa are being raised through 
colonels of yeomanry and _ volunteer 
regiments so as to give the full advantage 
of local influence and territorial associa- 
tion, and if preference will be given to 
efficient members of the militia, volunteer, 
and yeomanry forces over men not 
belonging to these bodies; and if time 
expired cavalry, mounted infantry, 
infantry, militia, or irregulars in South 
Africa will be given opportunity of join- 


ing for twelve months instead of leaving, 


that country. 
Mr. BRODRICK: Enlistment is pro- 


ceeding at the headquarters of home 
Imperial Yeomanry. full advantage thus- 


being taken of local intluence and associa- 
tion. 
the local authorities, who may be trusted 
to use their discretion in selecting 
qualified candidates with previous 
military knowledge; but it is not pro 
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posed to denude the Militia for the 
purpose. Enlistment for Imperial Yeo- 
manry is not open in South Africa, but 
soldiers discharged there have ample 
opportunity of joining any of the 
colonial corps raised in the Colony. 
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Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Is not the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that a very 
large number of these time expired men | 
would sooner join the Imperial Yeomanry 
than the colonial auxiliary forces. 


[Mr. Brodrick’s answer was inaudible. | 


Deceased Soldiers’ Effects—Case of 
Private Doyle. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he can state on what 
grounds the effects of Private P. Doyle, | 
who died of enteric fever in South Africa, | 
are withheld from Mrs. Casey, his foster | 
mother and nearest relative; and will he 
direct that the usual order be made to 
hand over the deceased soldier's effects to 
his only living relative. 9). 4°" ho os 

Lorp STANLEY: Private Doyle, 2nd 
Manchester Regiment, died intestate. 
His father is said to be dead, and his 
mother, who is reported to have deserted 
him soon after birth, cannot be traced, 
though Mrs. Casey, his aunt, offered to 
endeavour to find her and to acquaint 
the War Office. No further communica- 
tion has been received from Mrs. Casey, 
and the effects are therefore retained on 
behalf of the mother, and will in due 
course be advertised, to enable her, if 
alive, to claim them. If the mother is 
dead, there are other relatives equally 
entitled by law to share the effects with 
Mrs. Casey. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: What period 
will elapse before the advertisement is 
published % 


Lorp STANLEY: 
that off-hand. 





I cannot answer 


Dual Commissions. 

Cot. DENNY (Kilmarnock Burghs) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether it is now, or has been for 
some time, permissible for an officer in 
the Regular Army to hold at the same 
time a commission in the Militia, Yeo- 
manry, or Volunteers. 
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Mr. BRODRICK: It is contrary to- 
regulations for officers on full pay to hold 
Dual Commissions, but occasionally the 
Secretary of State for War for the time 
being has exercised his power on certain 
occasions, and has relaxed this rule in the 
interests of particular corps which would 
otherwise have been seriously incon- 


Questions. 


| venienced. 


Royal Engineers—Oonditions of Pay. 

Mr. DUNCAN (Yorkshire W. R.,. 
Otley) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War, if he is aware that Royal En- 
gineers on service in South Africa lose 
their working pay when in hospital from 
wounds or sickness; and if he will 
consider whether they may be treated 
as yeomen and colonial troops are treated, 
by giving them full pay when on active 
service whether in hospital or not. 


Lorp STANLEY: The hon. Member 
evidently refers to engineer pay, which 
is granted to a Royal Engineer in addition 
to his regimental pay under certain con- 
ditions as to work and availability for 
duty. These he cannot perform while 
in hospital. The yeoman and colonial 
trooper are not entitled to engineer pay. 
or its equivalent. While in hospital on 
service the Royal Engineer draws his 
regimental pay just as much as the 
yeoman or colonial soldier. 


War Office Reorganisation. 

Caprain NORTON (Newington W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State fot 
War if any, and, if so, what progress 
has been made in the work of giving 
effect to the recommendations of Mr. 
Dawkins’s War Office Reform Committee 
contained in paragraph 131 of their 
Report, and whether he is able to 
communicate to the House the steps 
which have been taken by him to carry 
out the reorganisation of the military 
and civil departments of the War Office. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am afraid that 
it is not possible to give a reply to the 
points referred to by the medium of 
question and answer in this House, but 
I propose, when I introduce the Estimates, . 
to make a statement on the subject. 


Captain NORTON: Surely it is 
possible to state whether anything has 
been done or not ? 








663 Questions. {COMMONS} Questions. 664 

Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir, I must! year, is not the result of disgraceful 
decline to touch one small part of a or even very serious military crime, 
large subject. has been considered along with the 


Army Contracts and Cheap Labour. 

CapraIn NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he is 
aware that in the principal firms in Ber- 


mondsey holding contracts for Army 
accoutrements, four-fifths of the adult 


males are foreigners, and that, as a result 
of the employment of this imported 
foreign labour, out of 1,300 valises 
delivered at Woolwich at the end of the 
year betore last, no fewer than 900 valises 
were rejected ; and that women are em- 
ployed by these firms to do men’s work 
while their husbands are idle; and, 
whether he will take immediate steps 
to provide that the Resolution of the 
House of Commons on 13th February, 
1891, is adhered to, in respect of these 
and all other army contracts. 


Lorp STANLEY: There is no informa- 
tion to hand to show the proportion of 
foreign labourers or women in the firms 
mentioned, or the results of such inclusion. 
Steps are taken to secure that the House 
of Commons Resolution is carried out, 
but I must point out that the Resolution 
deals with current wages for competent 
workmen, and does not deal with the 
nationality or sex of the workpeople. 


Captain NORTON: Have any steps 
been taken during the past year to see 
that the current rate of wages is paid to 
workpeople engaged on Government 
contracts ? 


Lorp STANLEY: Yes, most certainly, 
and if the hon. Member can bring forward 
any specific instances of breach of the 
regulations, I will take care to inquire 
into them. 

Captain NORTON: will 


do so. 


I certainly 


Army Discharges for Bad Conduct. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the Report of Lieutenant- 
Colonel Garsia, C.B., 
tary Prisons for 1900, stating that the 
waste of nearly 2,000 soldiers discharged 
from the Army tor bad conduct every 


Inspector of Mili- | 


special reports from the Governors of 
Kendal, Colchester. and Gosport Mili- 
tary Prisons; whether his official ip- 
formation shows that, in the words of 
the Governor of Gosport Prison, the 
extreme measure of discharging men 
from the Army for bad conduct is too 
frequently resorted to; and if he wil] 
consider whether steps could, with ad- 
vantage to the State, be taken to retain 


in the service the majority of these 
men who are capable of being made 


into good soldiers. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Colonel Garsia’s 
report has been considered along with 
the special reports mentioned ; but it 
should be remembered ihat the duty 
of the Inspector of Military Prisons is 
rather to satisfy himself as to the con- 
dition of the prisons, and the treatment 
of the prisoners, than to criticise sen- 
tences, the whole facts of which are 
not before him. The extreme measure 
of discharging men from the Army for 
bad conduct is not, in the opinion of 
the military authorities, too frequently 
resorted to. It is the earnest desire of 
the Commander-in-Chief to raise the 
class of men entering the Army, and it 
would bea great drawback to the marked 
improvement which has been shown in 
the quality of recruits in recent years, 
if men who had been guilty of dis- 
honesty, or other serious bad conduet, 
were retained in the Army. 


Chinese Campaign—Awards to Navy 
Warrant Officers. 

KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg 
to ask the Secr:tary to the Admiralty 
whether the Admiralty have under con- 
sideration, and have arrived at any 
decision on, the question of awards to 
those warrant officers who took part in 
the recent operations in China. 


MR. 


The SECRETARY to tue ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-FoRSTER, Belfast, W.) 
Five warrant officers were gazetted for 
service in China. One of these, who had 
also previously distinguished himself in 
South Africa, has been vdeoowated with the 
Conspicuous Service Cross. Another has 


been promoted to chief carpenter. The 
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gervices of the remaining three have | 
been favourably noted. 


| 
| 


Newfoundland Fishermen as Naval 
Reservists. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether the winter training of New- 
foundland fishermen as Naval Reservists, 
which was successfully conducted last 
year, is to be repeated this year ; and, if 
not, whether he can state the ground for 
this decision. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The winter 
training of Newfoundland fishermen as 
Naval Reservists successfully inaugurated 
last year has been continued, and a 
second batch of 50 men are at present 
undergoing training on board H.M.S 
“Charybdis.”” Legislation has been found 
necessary, and will be shortly introduced 
to enable: the Admiralty to place the 
arrangements for establishment of a 
branch of the Royal Naval Reserve in 
Newfoundland on a permanent basis. 


Navy Boilers: H.M.S. “Condor.” 
Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he can state what 
type of boiler was fitted in H.MLS. 
“Condor,” reported as missing on a run 
from Vancouver to Honolulu. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: H.M:S. 
“Condor” is fitted with Belleville 
boilers. 


H.M.S. “Glory” and ‘‘ Centurion.” 

Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty waether 
H.M.S. *‘ Glory” took 57 days to steam 
to Hong Kong from Portsmouth ; 
whether five of her water-tube boilers 
were disabled ; and whether her chief 
engineer has been invalided home ; and | 
can he say how long H.MLS. “Centurion,” 
with ordinary cylindrical boilers, took 
to steam home. | 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER:  H.M.S. 
“Glory” took 56 days on her passage 
from Portsmouth to Hong Kong. She 
proceeded at the prescribed rate, and | 
on her arrival at Hong Kong her boil- | 
ets were in good condition. The chief | 
engineer of the ship is returning 
home, but has not been invalided. | 
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after three years service. 
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The passage of H.M.S. “Centurion” 
The rate of steam- 
ing was prescribed by the Admiral 
recently Commanding in Chief on the 


| China Station, who was returning home 


on the vessel. 


Babcock and Wilcox Boilers 
Ma. WILLIAM ALLAN : I beg to ask 


the Secretary to the Adimralty whether 
he can state what has been the nature 
of the practical experiments, and their 
results, of the Babcock and Wilcox 
water-tube boilers to justify their adop- 
tion in the new battleships; and is he 
aware that this type of boiler has been 
taken out of several vessels in the 
mercantile marine. 


Mr. ARNOLD FORSTER: The 
Babcock and Wilcox boilers were 


selected by the Admiralty for the new 
battleships on their own respongjbility, 
according to all the information at thelr 
disposal. and acting in consultation with 
the Boiler Committee. The reeord of 
the experiments made by the Boiler 
Committee and which led them to re- 
commend the Babcock and Wilcox 
Boilers as suitable for use jn the Navy, 
will be found in the Report which will 
shortly be presented to the House. In 
reply to the second part of the hon. 
Member’s Question I am informed that 
Babcock and Wilcox boilers are known 
to have been removed from a_ vessel 
called the ‘‘ Northern [sles.” and that 
the boilers so removed were subsequent- 
ly put into another ship where they 
worked suecessfully. Similar boilers 
were removed from the “ Seottish Hero” 
The Babcock 
and Wilcox boilers were taken out of 
the ‘‘Cameo” and replaced by larger 


| boilers of the same type, which it Fis 


understood are giving satisfaction to 


| the owners of the vessel. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: Will the 
hon. Gentleman consider the advisability 
of the Admiralty consulting the Board 
of Trade engineers so as to get their 
opinion as to the desirability of putting 
the Babcock and Wilcox boilers into the 
new battleships? You might get their 
experience of the boilers. 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, I think 
the Admiralty must take the responsi- 
bility; but the Admiralty has had 
the advantage of the opinion of the 
Boiler Committee, who are well acquain- 
ted with the whole of the regulations 
of the Board of Trade and of their views 
with regard to these and other boilers. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: It must be 
apparent to the hon. Gentleman— 


*Mr SPEAKER: Order, order. 


H.MS. “ Terrible.” 

Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of the Admiralty, whether 
he can state how long H.M.S. “Terrible” 
has been laid up in Wei-Hai-Wei Har- 
bour ; how long she has been under full 
power steaming since August last; and 
how many of her boilers are now unfit 
for steaming at full power. 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: H.M.S. 
“Terrible” was at Wei-Hai-Wei as 
Senior Naval Officers’ Ship from August 
to December of last year. There. is, 
however, no information to the effect 
that she was laid up or in any way 
disabled. As the ship is in China, I 
cannot at present give full particulars 
of her steaming since August. She 
sucessfully carried out her steam trials 
for the quarter ending 30th September. 
No information has been received to the 
effect that any of her boilers are unfit 
for steaming at full power. 





Soldier Rations on the ‘‘ Manchester 
Merchant.” 

Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War, whether his attention 
has been called to the fact that different 
scales of rations were officially prescribed 
for the Regulars and Yeomanry respec- 
tively during the voyage of the 6.8, | 
** Manchester Merchant,” conveying re- 
inforcements to the Cape, and that the 
Yeomanry scale was the more liberal. 
Will he state whether this is usual ; and 
if so, whether he will take steps to 
put an end to the making of such dis- 
tinction between soldiers of equal rank 
serving side by side under similar cir- 
cumstances. 











Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: At the 
commencement of the war all regular 
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troops carried on transports, were vic- 
tualled according to the prescribed 
official scale; when large bodies of 
irregular troops, raised under special 
conditions, were sent out, a special scale 
of victualling was drawn up for them. 
I believe that in a very few instances in 
the earlier stages of the war, men on the 
same ship were victualled on different 
scales. The practice was greatly to be 
deprecated, and has been discontinued, 
All soldiers of equal rank travelling on 
the same vessel are now treated on the 
same scale. All soldiers of the same 
rank on the “ Manchester Merchant ” on 
her later voyages were victualled on the 
same scale. 


Questions. 


India—Grant in Aid to Religious Bodies. 

Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India, seeing that the Indian Govern- 
ment have decided to offer to the 
Presbyterian and Wesleyan bodies in 
India, grants-in-aid towards the erection 
of churches for their use, will he state 
whether those churches are intended 
to be used by those bodies instead of 
existing buildings, hitherto used by both 
Episcopalians and Nonconformists, and 
which have been erected at the public 
cost; and, whether Papers containing 
the reasons for, and the terms of, the 
Government proposal will be produced. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 


Ealing): I understand that proposals | 


of the kind suggested in the Question 
emanated in India from the religious 
bodies named, but I have not yet 
received them from the Government 
of India. IfI do receive any such sugges 
tions there will be no objection to making 
public my decision upon them by pub- 
lishing the correspondence. 


French Rights on the Newfoundland 
Shore. 


Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): I beg | 


to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, whether any attempt is now 
being made, or has recently been made, 
to arrive at a Settlement with the 
French Government, as to the French 
rights on the Newfoundland shore ; and 
can he state what is the present position 
of the negotiations. 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: His 
Majesty's Government has been in 
communication with the Government 
of France on this question, but I am 
not in a postion to make any further 
statement at present. 


Mr WILLIAM REDMOND : Can the 
the right hon. Gentleman say how 
long these negotiations have been pro- 
ceeding ¢ 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir. 





British Consuls’ Linguistic Qualifications. 


Mr. RANDLES (Cumberland, Cocker- 
mouth). I beg to askthe Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs, if steps 
are or can be taken to secure that every 
British consul is reasonably familiar with 
the language of the country in which he 
isemployed ; and will he make, so far as 





q vhich they are appointed to reside. 






practicable, inability to correspond in 
the language of such country a disquali- 
fication for retaining an appointment as 
consul. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE For FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord 
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*Lorp CRANBORNE: As I stated 
on Tuesday, His Majesty’s Government 
have no reason to doubt the correctness 
of the announcement in the Press that 
the Sultan has sanctioned the grant of the 
Concession. His Majesty’s Government 
have intimated to that of Germany that 
they are in noway opposed to the scheme 
in which it is probable that British capit- 
alists will wish to take a considerable 
share. There has already been some 
discussion of the point referred to in the 
second part of the question between the 
two Governments, and no decision with 
regards to it will be come to without a 
further exchange of views. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) : Will the intimation to which the 
noble Lord has referred be laid on the 
Table of the House ? ' 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: 
sider it. 








I will con- 


Registration Duty on Corn. 

Mr. JEFFREYS: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, whether 
he can state what amount of revenue 
would have been produced during the 





CRANBORNE, Rochester): Persons selected 
for the Consular Service are required to 
satisfy the Civil Service Commissioners 
(1) that they write and speak French 
correctly and fluently ; (2) that they 
have a sufficient knowledge of the 
current language, of the port at which 
they are appointed to reside to enable 
them to communicate with the Authori- 
ties and natives of the place. Knowledge 
of languages is always carefully con- 
sidered in each case of transfer or promo- 
tion. Members of the China, Japan, 
Siam, and Levant Consular ervices are 
required to undergo a special course of 
study in the language of the country in 


German Concession in the Turkish Gulf. 


Mr, James O’KELLY: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, whether the Bagdad Railway Con- 
cession has been finally granted by the 
Turkish Government ; and whether any 
exchange of views has taken place between 
His Majesty’s Government and the Ger- 
man Government as to the selection of a 
terminus on the Persian Gulf. 





coupon sheets ; and whether, as he loan 


past year if the old registration duty of 
ls, a quarter upon imported corn had 
been imposed. 


Tae CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacn, Bristol, 
W.): Had the Registration Duty of 1s. 
per quarter on grain been in force 
during 1901, the revenue derived there- 
from would have been £2,183,000 for 
the year; and from meal and flour, at 
43d. per cwt., £475,000, making in all 
£2,658,000. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): Can the 
right hon. Gentleman say how much of 
this would have come out of the pockets 
of the wage-earning classes ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. 


Turkish Four ber Cent Loan. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
whether he is aware of thetrouble and risk 
to holders of the Turkish Four Per Cent. 
1855 Loan by the nonis | : the new 
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is guaranteed by the Imperial Govern-| question by my hon. friend I said that 
ment, he will use his influence to secure | I did not see my way to introducing the 
the issue of those new coupon sheets | legislation suggested. 

without further delay. 


Questions. 


alii , : | Ohina and Earthenware Trade 

Sir M. HICKS BEACH: His Majesty’s Aribtration. 
Government is only concerned in this | Mr. COGHILL: I beg to ask the 
Loan as a guarantor of the interest : and | Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
/ment, whether he is aware that the 


the issue of new coupon sheets would be | 
|manufacturers of china and earthen- 


a matter to be settled by arrangements 
made by the Turkish Government . . ' 
ehibnh “Stine od ae ae me ney he | ware, at the recent arbitration at Stoke- 
I D ve ( y Vv . ; . " 
bales © | on-Trent, incurred heavy costs in meeting 


Bank of England as agents for the! \ ag 
loan. I am imal Pres the Turkish | the case brought against them by the 


Ambassador has been more than once | ee ee Gitken Gs of 
communicated with on the subject, but | hs will id tl . a ¢ ae or 
no instructions have been received from bey - mage 0 fa he y ‘% ye I ; 
him by the Bank. Meanwhile, interest | ee eee er ee 
: 3 cae oe , | which they have been put. 

is paid on the Bonds, if duly lodged at | 
the Bank of England, and a record of | 


such payment is stamped on the bonds. *Mr. RITCHIE: The.Statute under 


| which the arbitration took place, enacts 
Mr. BARTLEY: Can the right hon. | that the costs shall be paid by the parties, 
Gentleman do anything to expedite it, °F one of them, according as the award 
as it is very inconvenient to country | ™4y direct. The award in this case, 
people. _d rects that the manufacturers shall 
bear their own costs, and I am bound 
Sm M. HICKS BEACH: No, Sir, I} by that. Whether it is correct to speak 
cannot do anything. | of “the breakdown of the Home Office 
: | case”’ is a matter of opinion, upon which 
Lead Poisoning—Case of Alfred Jagger. my hon. friend and myself must, I sup- 
Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-on-Trent): [| P08¢, agree to differ. 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the | 
Home Department, whether he is aware! London and North-Western Railway 
that, on the 19th December, a coroner’s | and Re-Housing. 
jury found that Alfred Jagger, of No.4; Mr. HAY (Shoreditch, Hoxton): | 
Back Williamson Buildings, Dewsbury | beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Road, Leeds, a painter’s labourer, died the Home Department, whether he has 
from the effects of lead poisoning; and, , taken any measures to secure the re 
whether, in view of the cases of lead | housing of the persons of the labouring 
poisoning occurring amongst house} class already displaced, or likely to be 
painters, he proposes this session to displaced, by the London and North- 
introduce any special legislation for their | Western Railway Company in connection 
prevention. 'with the acquistion by that company 
of Broad Street Dwellings, Whitecross 
*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror | Place, Wilson Street, Finsbury, occupied 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr._ by several hundred of the poorer labour- 
Ritcnig, Croydon): The facts are as/ ing class; and whether he is aware that 
stated in the first paragraph of the Ques-| the purchase of these lands by that 
tion; but the man was nota house painter Railway Company through a_ secret 
as my hon. friend would seem to imply. agent enables the Company to evade 
He was one of the workmen employed | their statutory obligations in contra- 
by a firm of manufacturers who are now, | vention of Standing Order 1834; and 
at the suggestion of the FactoryInspector, what measures he proposes in order to 
introducing improvements in their works. | mitigate the hardships whieh eviction 
As regards the second paragraph, I am | inflicts on the working class tenants 
of the same opinion as on the 5th of | concerned, and to prevent further over- 
March last, when, in answer to a similar | crowding in an already congested district. 
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brought this case forward last session I 
expressed my opinion plainly as to the 
action of the London and North-Western 
Railway Company, and I adhere to it; 
but I have no power to take any steps in 
this particular case. My hon. friend will 
recollect that my powers are confined to 
cases within definite Acts of Parliament, 
and that in this case the dishousing does 
not appear to have been done under 
statutory powers which give me any juris- 
diction. It will be remembered that a Joint 
Committee was appointed last session to 
inquire into the whole question of the 
rehousing requirements under which 
persons or companies with powers of dis- 
placing persons of the labour class should 
be brought, but that there was not sufh- 
cient time for the Committee to get to 
work. I hope there will be better op- 
portunity this session. 


Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, S.): Are we 
to understand that my right hon. friend 
lends his authority to the statements in 
the Question that the London and North- 
Western Railway Company purchased 
this property through a secret agent to 
evade their statutory obligations % 


*Mr. RITCHIE: No, Sir. I do not 


pledge myself to the correctness of all the | 


particular statements in the Question, but 
[remember perfectly well that when this 
case came before the House last session 
it was shown clearly that the railway 
company had acquired property (which 
was to be utilized for their purposes) in 
such a 
from the usual requirements of their 
Acts as to rehousing. 


Mr. MACARTNEY: I must ask my | 


right hon. friend whether it was not the 
case that the Speaker ruled out the whole 
matter from discussion. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: My recollection is 


that it was discussed. T 
Select Committee on Police and Sanitary 
Regulation Bills. 
Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


+ Refer to debate on Second Reading of the 
London and North-Western Railway Bill 
(4) Debates, xeiii., 181. There is a Question 
on the same matter in volume xc., page 807. 
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*Mr. RITCHIE: When my hon. friend | 


manner as to leave them free | 
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the Home Department, whether it is 
proposed to re-appoint the Select Com- 
mittee on Police and Sanitary Regulation 
Bills in the present Session of Parliament. 


Questions. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror tHe HOME DEPART- 


| MENT (Mr. Jesse QCoiinas, Birming- 
‘ham, Bordesley): The matter is under 
consideration, but no decision has yet 
been arrived at. 


Southampton Water—Lighting 
Arrangements. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade, if, having regard tothe stranding 
of the ‘“‘ Braemar Castle,” and the de- 
velopment of Southampton as an inter- 
national shipping centre, and the preva- 
lence of fog, he will consider the advis- 
ability of the entrance to Southampton 
Water from the Channel being marked 
by lighted buoys to show the deep water 
passage from Hurst Castle to the Leap, 
and of the unlighted buoys now in the 
centre of the sea way, and constituting 
obstacles to be avoided by pilots, being 
replaced by gas buoys. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD 
;OF TRADE (Mr. GERALD BaAtroour, 


(Leeds, Central): I have been in commu- 
nication with the Elder Brethren of the 
Trinity House on the subject of the hon. 
and gallant Member’s Question, and I 
shall be happy to let him have a copy of 
the letter I have received from them. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Does the 
reply suggest that the Solent and South- 
ampton Waters are inadequately lighted 
in any way? Are they not the best 
lighted places in the kingdom ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR was un 
| derstood to say: Yes, Sir, they are not 
| adequately lighted. 


Board of Trade—Oonstitution. 

*Mr. DAVID THOMAS: I beg to 
‘sk the President of the Board of 
| Trade, whether the Archbishop of 
|Canterbury is still a member of the 
| Board of Trade, if he can state what 
|is the full official title and  designa- 
| tion of the Board, and the most recent 
|accasion upon which the Department 
'has concerned itself with foreign 
plantations. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: By an{ and it is receiving my best consideration, 
Order in Council dated August, 1786,! but I am not in a position to make g 
the Archbishop of Canterbury, together | statement on the subject at present. 
with certain distinguished Officers of | 
State, was nominated an ex officio | Sheep Worrying. 
Couneil appointed to consiler all matters |» ME CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): 1 
relating title and foreign plantations, | gros acelihener spa lige wir 
ES kk eae Shae gh Gicdien tes | of Agriculture whether his attention 

| has been called to the losses suffered by 


Council has ever been abrogated. The | 5, mers especially j 
: sal | , especially in Scotland, by shee 
hon. Member will find the official worrying; and’ whether he ewe 


omg oa. = ge dealing with this subject during the 
terpretation Act 1889. The juris-| present session. 
diction as to what were described) Ty_ PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 


as foreign plantations has, of course, AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, Pres. 
gradually passed into the hands | ton) ; Veo ae ‘ 

of the Colonial Office. No precise date | , 

can be given, but the Board of Trade | ieee 

when desired still advise the Colonial | ben grey pee ee 
Office upon matters relating to Colonial’ yp paRTLEY: I beg > ok Ge 


trade and legislation. ‘President of the Local Government 


*Mr. DAVID THOMAS: Why is this| Board whether private medical prae- 
preference in the matter of trade given “sere sellin a 


to the Archbishop of Canterbury over | Government lymph for those who are 
his brother of York ? J prepared for vaccination, or whether 


they have to obtain it as they can, 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. chiefly from abroad. 


: ' | Tae PRESIDENT or tae LOCAL 
*Mr. DAVID THOMAS: Then may TRENMENT ; patie 
I ask the right hon. Gentleman if he is | °0¥ ERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Watrer 
ages > sown Lone, Bristol, S.): The statutory duty 

prepared to take a short step in the can Kid? Migtaeees Wuned 
direction of the abolition of the Board ° d is dit, aiematl ad = 
and towards its disestablishment, by | 7°83" s the supply of glycerinated calf 
: , ‘ lymph is limited to supplying it to 
suggesting the retirement of the Arch- Sails Veeiaah f y a 
bishop from the Board. a a a, wena Be 
7 primary vaccination only, and their 
lymph establishment was formed with 
this object. Arrangements were, how- 
‘ ever, made to extend the supply, so as 
London Tube Railways, to enable lymph to be provided for use 
Mr. M‘LAREN : I beg to ask the. by these officers in re-vaccinations, and 
President of the LocalGovernment Board, a very large amount has been supplied 
whether his attention has been called to for this purpose. The organisation of 
the number of new Bills that have been the establishment is not such as would 
deposited for the construction of under- enable me to furnish lymph to private 

ground tube railways affecting various | medical practitioners. 

districts of the Metropolis ; and whether, ie 
having regard to the desirability of} Mr. BARTLEY: May I ask the right 
establishing some system of public con- hon. Gentleman if he will take into con- 
venience in the selection of routes, he | sideration, having regard to the present 
wi cause these Bills to be referred to state of affairs, whether lymph cannot 
the Committee which considered the | be supplied to private practitioners, with 

Bills of last session and whether that | a guarantee that it is really effective % 


iaatelll the eonieniedil. 
en ee Mr. WALTER LONG: In the first 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: My atten- | place, it would be a very serious thing 
tin has been directed to this matter,|to suggest or decide that medicine 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, orders 
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shouid be supplied gratis to private 
practitioners—— 


Mr. BARTLEY: I did not suggest a 
supply gratis. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: There is no 
necessity for it, for 1 have satisfied 
myself that, without doubt, there is an | 
ample supply to be obtained outside 
that supplied from the Government 
Department. 


Mr. BARTLEY: Is it not the fact 
that nearly all of it comes from 
abroad ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Some, no 
doubt, comes from Paris, but there are 
other sources of supply. Beyond doubt 
there is an abundant supply of glycer- 
inated calf lymph to be had at the 
present time. 


Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): Is not a 
great deal of the lymph obtained outside 
inefficient 4 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No; on the 
contrary, I believe the greater part is 
most efficient. It may be that the 
Government lymph is much stronger, 
but I do not think that the outside 
lymph is inefficient. No communication 
to that effect has reached me. 


Mr. BARTLEY : Does the right hon. | 


Gentleman say the Government lymph 
is much stronger than that obtained 
outside by private practitioners 4 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes; I have 
reason to know that is so, judging from 
the communications made to me by hon. 
friends. 


Small Pox Epidemic—Vaccination 
Statistics. 

Mr. BARTLEY: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board, whether he can state what pro- 
gress has been made, especially in London, 
in vaccination and re-vaccination during 
the present epidemic of small pox. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am not at 
present in a position to give any estimate 
of the extra number of vaccinations and 
re-vaccinations performed during the 
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present epidemic. The returns as to 
' the vaccination of infants born in 1901 
‘and as to re-vaccinations by Public 
| Vaecinators will be received in due course, 
but there is no record of re-vaccinations 
performed by private medical practi- 
tioners. I have, however, reason to 
believe that there has been a very large 
number of vaccinations in the last few 
months in London and the neighbour- 
hood. Since the beginning of September 
I have caused Iymph to be issued to 
Public Vaccinators for 480,000 vaccina- 
tions, that is about 300,000 in excess of 
the normal supply for this period. A 
very considerable portion of the excess 
has been issued to the Metropolis. 


Lead Poisoning. 

*Srrk CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, whether, in 
printing the Vote on Account, he could 
put first the Home Office Vote, to allow 
of opportunity for a discussion on the 
recent arbitration on the use of lead in 

‘the pottery trade. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To THE 
TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, £.): It is too soon to 
assign priority to any topic on the Vote 
on Account but the right hon. Baronet’s 
interest in the Home Office Vote shall be 
borne in mind. 


Post Office—Overtime Payments— 
Pension Calculations. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
|W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether, having regard to the 
statement he made on the 25th April, 
1901,+ referring to pensions to postal 
| servants, he will now describe the class 
| of overtime payments which are included 
in the calculation for pensions, and also 
the class of overtime that is not taken 
into consideration. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Over- 
time is only counted in the calculation of 
pension if it has been regular, continuous 
and considerable in amount. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: What about 
the last paragraph ? 





+ See (4) Debates, xcii, 1322. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : It is 
not counted when it has not been regular, 
continuous, and considerable in amount. 


Post Office—Dual Duties. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether prominent telegraph officials have 
reported adversely upon the amalgamated 
system, whereby entrants into the postal 


service are compelled to learn sorting | 


duties as well as telegraphy, on the 
grounds that such a practice does not 
provide opportunities for the learners be- 
coming skilled telegraphists; whether 
errors due to faulty transmission of public 


telegrams have increased during the past | 


three years ; and whether, in view of the 
need for rapid and accurate despatch of 
telegraph messages, the PostmasterGeneral 
will consider the advisability of taking 
steps to give more efficient training to the 
incoming telegraph staff. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Vari- 
ous reports have been received on the 
dual training of the staff at Provincial 
Offices, and the working of the system is 
being kept under close observation. The 
Postmaster General is considering the 
advisability of appointing a Committee 
to report upon the subject. There is, 
however, no evidence that during the past 
three years errors in telegrams have in- 
creased. Proper facilities are provided 
for learners, and everything possible 
is being done to make their training 
efficient. 


Post Office—Resignations from the 
Service. 


Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether he 
can state the number of sorting clerks 
and telegraphists, with not more than 
six years service, who have resigned the 
postal and teiegraph services during the 
years 1900 and 1901; whether he is 
aware that the resignations have in many 
cases been due the amalgamated 
system introduced at the instance of the 
Tweedmouth Committee; and, whether, 
in view of the decrease in the number 


of male candidates for the positions of | 


sorting clerks snd _ telegraphists, the 


Postmaster General will consider the | 


advisability of abandoning the scheme. 


| COMMONS} 


680 
| Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 


‘number of resignations of Male Sorting 
| Clerks and Telegraphists with not more 
‘than six years service was 114 in 1900 
'and 146 in 1901, or a percentage of :96 
and 1°15 respectively to the total force 
employed. There is no reason to suppose 
that in many cases the resignations have 
been due to the system of dual training. 
It is true that there has been a dearth 
at some centres of male candidates for 
| appointment as Sorting Clerks and Tele- 


Questions. 


'graphists, but at other centres there 
has been an !abundant supply. In no 
case, however, is it believed, that the 
dual training has had any influence on 
the recruiting of the service, and the 
Postmaster General is not prepared to 
abandon the system. 


Post Office.a—Women Clerks’ Salaries. 


Mr. M‘LAREN: I beg to ask ‘the 
Secretary to the Treasury, whether his 
|tatention has been called to the fact 
that the salary at which a woman clerk 
enters the Post Office service !ias been 
reduced from £65 to £55 per annum, 
with no corresponding change in the 
nature of her duties or in the require- 
ments as to education, health,” or 
character; can he state whether the 
scale of annual increment has also been 
reduced, and vy similar 
‘reduction has been made in the case of 
men; and whether the change has been 
made on grounds of economy; and, if 
so, what is the annual saving to the 
country. 


1 41 
whether any 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
reduction in the minimum salary for 
women clerks from £65 to £55 a year 
1897. Prior to that time 
increment was £3 up to 
maximum salary of the 
now the increment is 
£2 10s. a year up to; £70, and 
then £5 a year from £70 to 
£100. Thus a young woman entering 
the Post Office service at 19 receives 
at once a guinea a week, which is 
believed to be more than she would 
generally get in outside employment. 
At the age of 25 she earns £70 a year, 
and at 31. if not previously promoted; 
/£100 a year. The candidates for admis- 
sion to the service on these terms are 
'numerous and satisfactory. A similar 
{ 
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the annual 
£100 the 
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change was made as regards men clerks | 


of the Second Division in 1889, when the 
minimum salary was reduced from £80 
to £70. The reason for the change in 
the case of women clerks was not so 
much economy as the necessity for 


bringing their scale of wages into /i.r-| : 


mony with those for other classes ut | 
clerical labour. The result is, however. 
a small saving. 


Defective Telephone Cable. 

Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield) : | beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he is aware 
that during the year 1901 the English 
Post Office laid a telephone cable between 
England and Belgium ; that the cable was 
tested by the departmental engineers 
before being put dowa, but that when the 
wires were tested for the transmission of 
messages the whole cable was discovered 
to be defective and has been condemned : 
and whether the Postmaster General 
can state the amount of money expended 
in these operations. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
facts are well known to the Postmaster 


General. ‘The cable in question was not 
laid, for when a portion of it was put 
under strain on the cable ship, the faults 
in its construction were revealed. These 
faults could not have been discovered 
previously by the usual electrical tests. 
The cable was at once returned to the 
contractors who undertook to make an 
entirely new one without further charge. 


Post Office Agreements with the United 
Telephone Company. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg to | 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, | 
whether any modifications have been | 
agreed to in the arrangements lately | 
entered into between the United Tele- | 
phone Company and the Government ; 
and, if so, what is the effect of such 
changes. | 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: No, 
Sir, there has been no modification. | 
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consider 
such increased grant in respect of the 
elder children, as may be necessary to 
maintain those Classes in existence. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Ido 
not think any assurances have been given. 
i cannot undertake to explain statements 
that appear in the Press, but it will pro- 
bably be sufficient for the hon. Member 
to know that the agreement stands, and 
) modification has been made. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): On this question, the 


|hon. Gentleman speaks of statements 


that have appeared in the Press. But 
there is one definite statement made by 
the Prime Minister, who declined to 
answer some memorial which was pre- 
sented to him on the subject, because, he 
said, he did not want to do so until the 
matter had been considered in Parlia- 
ment. Therefore, | will ask the hon. 
Gentleman if care will be taken that an 
opportunity is given before the debate 
on the Address finishes. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 1 
understand that the Amendment on the 
Paper will be moved. The House will, 
therefore, have an opportunity of dis- 
cussing it, and I think itis most desirable 
that the subject should he discussed. 


Cookery Class Grants. 

Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud): I beg to ask the Vice-Pre- 
sident of the Committee of Council on 
Education, whether he will consider the 
advisability of withdrawing the Article of 
the new Education Code which prevents 
girls under 12 years of age earning a 


| grant for attendance at Cookery Classes ; 


and, if not, whether he will consider 
the advisability of increasing the grant 
in respect of the elder children. 


Mr. REA (Gloucester): At the same 
time may I ask the Vice President of 


| the Committee of Council on Education, 


whether, in view of the effect of the new 
Education Code withdrawing grants to 
Schools for attendance of girls under 12 


years of age in Cookery Classes on the 


continuation of such Classes, he will 
the advisability of giving 


THe VICE PRESIDENT oF THE 


Mr. LOUGH: But we are told that | COMMITTEE or COUNCIL ror EDU- 
some assurances have been given. Cannot | CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 


the hon. Member say what they are? 


University) : 


The Board of Education 
2D2 
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do not intend to alter the Grants for 
Cookery in the Code of the ensuing 
year. 


Questions. 
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| monitor of the Slieverue National School 
Will he say what official is responsible 
for originally withholding this salary 


| until public complaint was made, and 


Valentine Poole Oharity. 

Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Hertfordshire, St. | 
Albans): I beg to ask the hon. Member 
for the Tonbridge Division, as represent- | 
ing the Charity Commissioners whether | 
his attention had been called to the fact | 
that there is only one Trustee of the 
Valentine Poole Charity now surviving, 
and whether the Commissioners, have 
been urged to sanction the appointment , 
of additional trustees to fill the vacancies 
which have arisen ; ean he explain why 
the said Commissioners are not disposed 
to make the necessary Order otherwise 
than in connection with a scheme ; and 
can he say when the Commissioners 
propose to give their sanction hitherto 
withheld. 


Tue PARLIAMENTARY CHARITY 
COMMISSIONER (Mr. rirFita Bos- 
CAWEN, Kent, Tonbridge): The Commis- 
sioners are aware that there is only one 
trustee of the above-mentioned Charity, 
but no application for an appointment of 
additional trustees has been made to 
them since April 1900. The reasons for 
desiring to make such an appointment in 
connection with a scheme are two—(1) 
thata comprehensive scheme for the admin- 
istration of all the eleemosynary charities 
of Barnet by a single governing body has 
been for some time past in contemplation, 
and (2) that the question whether the 
Poole Charity might not be applied more 
directly for the benefit of the poor than 
at present might be considered and 
determined. In view, however, of the | 
failure to obtain the necessary application 
from the trustee, the Commissioners are | 
prepared in the circumstances wpon a | 
sufficient application to proceed with the | 
appointment of two i iditional trustees | 
for the Charity. 


Slieverue National }2.:001—Monitor’s 
Salary | 


Mr. T. M. HEAL:: I beg to 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 


Lieutenant of Ireland, if his atten- | 
tion 
complaint made by the Very Rev. 
Canon Phelan of delay of over three 
months, without tenable cause assigned, 


of the ayment of the salary of the 


has he been censured or dismissed ; haye 
the National Board made any, and, if go, 
what effort to reduce expense in regard 
to monitors in model schools; is there 
any difference between the average at- 
tendance required to entitle model schools 
to employ monitors at Government 
expense and that of ordinary schools; 
and can he give the percentage of model 
school pupils who are Protestants. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 


official who dealt with the case refused 


payment for the quarter ended 30th | 
September, 1901, on the ground that | 


the average attendance was insufficient 
for the yearly period then ended, as it 
had been insufficient for four previous 
yearly periods. This action was in strict 
accordance with the rules laid down for 
the guidance of the office. The manager 
having appealed, was informed on 19th 
November, 1901, that the case must 
await the receipt of the December quar- 
terly returns. Salary was paid to the 
monitor on 15th January, 1902, as an 
exceptional case, the returns showing an 
increase of attendance which, it is ex- 
pected, will be maintained. No unneces 


sary expense is incurred for monitors in } 
' model schools. 
to model schools on the same average | 
attendance, and are paid at the same} 
rates, ag in ordinary National Schools | 
| According to the most recent returns | 


Monitors are appointed 


Protestants of all denominations consti- 


| tute 75 per cent. of the pupils in at- 


tendance at the model schools. 


Ballymote (Sligo)—Extra police, 


Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.) : I beg to ask| 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu 


| tenant of Ireland, whether he will state} 


stationed in Ballymote, county Sligo, 
‘and explain the precise nature of the 
duties which these men are required to 
perform in this town. 


| the number of extra police at present 
| 


has been called to the public | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Ten men of the 
reserve force have been sent to Bally- 
mote. They are employed in affording 


ppeetootion to certain individuals who 
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will mean the loss of close upon £5,000 
ayear as wages at Liscanor, the Govern- 


685 (Juestions. 


have been exposed to risk or embarrass- 
ment in the pursuit of lawful avocations. 


Mr. O}'DOWD: How many evicted 
farms are there in this district ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, Order! 


Dublin College of Science—Chair of 
Zoology. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, whether he can state why the | 
Chair of Zoology, vacant by the resig- 
nation of Professor Haddan, F.R.S., 
has not been filled; whether it is in- 
tended to continue the teaching of this 
branch of science, and whether he can 
state in whose hands the appointment is 
invested ; whether the power of appoint- 
ment still vests with the President of the 
Council of Education, or whether it has | 
been transferred to the Department of | 
Agriculture and Technical Education, 
Ireland, and whether in the latter event 
the College of Science retains the title | 
and privileges of a Royal College. | 





Mr. WYNDHAM: The vacancy has | 
not yet been filled, because the Depart- | 
ment has not, so far, succeeded in pro- | 
curing the services of a Professor with | 
a special knowledge of Agricultural | 
Zoology in addition to that of pure) 
foology. The teaching of the latter | 
will be continued, and, pending a per- 
manent appointment, a provisional 
atrangement has been made for instruc- 
tion in Zoology. The appointment is | 
vested in the Department. There has | 
been no change in the title and privileges | 
of the College consequent on the transfer | 
tothe Department of the powers and | 
duties of the Board of Education, South 
Kensington. 


| 
| 


Liscanor Quarries. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
toask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether his 
attention has been called to the fact that 
Messrs. Watson have been obliged to 
tlose their quarries at Liscanor, county 
Clare, in consequence of being unable to 
ship the stone because of the state of the 
harbour ; and whether, in view of the 
fact that the closing of these quarries will 
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ment will take some steps to put the 
harbour in a proper state, and so save the 
only industry in the locality. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I fully recognise 
the importance of Liscanor Harbour to 
the fishing, and in a greater degree to the 
quarry industry of County Clare. Its 
condition is now under consideration in 
connection with other questions of a 
similar character, But I am not at 
present, in a position to make a state- 
ment on the subject. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 
the right bon. Gentleman be good enough 
to bear in mind that these quarries are 
actually closed, and that there is conse- 
quently great neeessity for a speedy 
decision. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, I will bear 
that and many other matters in mind. 


Ennis Inebriate Reformatory. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, if he can state the 
number of persons detained in the Ennis 
Inebriate Reformatory since its opening ; 
and whether any steps have been taken 
to call the attention of the judicial 
authorities in Ireland to their powers of 
sentencing persons to this institution in 
Ennis. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Twelve males and 
twenty-two females. The numbers under 
detention at present are nine males and 
eighteen females. Magistrates in Petty 
Sessions are not authorised to commit 
offenders to this institution ; their power 
is confined to taking depositions. The 
Higher Courts are fully aware of the 
powers confrered. upon them by Statute. 


Ferrypoint United Irish League Meeting. 


Mr. O’SHEE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, whether he can state how many 
police attended the public meeting under 
the auspices of the United Irish League, 
held at Ferrypoint, county Waterford, 
on the 29th ultimo; is he aware that 
the district is free from crime; will he 
say on whose recommendation the force 
of police was collected on the occasion ; 
whether he has received a copy of a 
resolution of the Youghal (No. 2) Rural 
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Council protesting against the intro-|far as the Local Government Board are 
duction of the police; and what is the | aware nothing transpired at the hearing 
expense, if any, chargeable to the|of the Appeals by the Privy Council 
district. | which could be regarded as conveying 
/an impression that grass farms were 
Mr. WYNDHAM: A force of forty |}exempt from the operation of the 
police was assembled ‘on the occasion | Labourers’ Acts. It does not appear 
mentioned, by order of the Inspector | therefore, that there is any necessity for 
General. The district is free from | an amendment of the law as suggested. 
crime. I have received a copy of the 
resolution referred to. There will be| In reply to a question by Mr. O’Shee, 
no charge to the district consequent on | 
the attendance of the police. 


Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM added: Of the fifty- 
| five cases rejected by the Inspector eight 

Mr. O’SHEE: Were any communica- | were cases of unsuitable sites, in twelve 
tions received from the landlord or the | the alleged insufficiency of accommoda- 
land agent with reference to this| tion was not known to exist, and in 
meeting ? twenty-seven others the applicants did 


sada | not attend to support their claims, and 
Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not aware ' there was no Satisfactory evidence other- 
of any, but I cannot be certain. F 


wise. 
Capt. DONELAN (Cork, E.): What ; 

was the object of sending the police to Irish ‘Local Rates. 
the meeting 4 Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid.): I 
| beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not think that Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he is 
arises, as there is no financial charge on | aware of the extent to which local rates 
the district. If it arises in debate I in Ireland have increased, in some 
shall be happy to discuss it. counties as high as 35 per cent., since 
as a . ‘the standard year; and, seeing that all 
Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Have the increase is chargeable to the occupler, 
you nothing else to do but to move the | can he state whether it is the intention 


police about } of the Government to propose an ameli- 
; orative change in the Law of Local Taxa- 
Labourers’ Cottages at Thurles. tion in Ireland in order to give relief to 


Mr. KENDAL O’BRIEN (Tipperary, the ratepayer ; and will a Bill on the 
Mid.): I beg to ask the Chief Sec: etary to | subject be introduced during the present 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether | sesssion. 
he is aware that in the case of the applica- 
tions at the recent inquiry under the, Mr. WYNDHAM: The first poor rate 
Labourers’ Acts for Thurles Rural | made by the new Councils, although it 
District only 35 out of 93 put forward | included many exceptional charges, was 
were recommended by the Local Govern- | nevertheless 7-9 per cent. below the rate 
ment Board inspector ; that three more | of the standard year. ‘The second rate, 
of the 35 were subsequently rejected by | which also included some exceptional 
the Privy Council ; and, seeing that out charges, was 20°7 per cent. below that 
of these three cases the reason for which | of the standard year. ‘The returns 
the Privy Council was asked to reject relating to the third rate, which are now 
the applications in two, namely, the | being received, indicate that it is ruch 
cases in which John Kennedy and below the second rate. There is no 
George Cooke were the occupiers, was | ground, therefore, for the assumption 
that there was uo tillage carried on in. that local rates have increased since the 
the farms, whether steps will be taken | standard year. As already stated, I am 
to amend the Labourers’ Acts to meet debarred from expressing an opinion on 
such cases as these. ‘the larger question of Local ‘Taxation, 

generally, until the report of the Royal 

Mr.WYNDHAM: Thirty-eight cottages Commission in respect of Ireland is pub 
were recommended by the Inspector. So | lished. ms 
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689 Questions. 
Dublin Recorder and Prisoner. 
Mr. STUART SAMUEL 


Jew, accused of breaking a window and 
some glass, before the Recorder of 
Dublin and a jury, and to the terms of 
reproach in which the Recorder 
addressed the prisoner before the jury 
had rendered its verdict ; and will he 
state what notice, if any, the Govern- 
ment have taken of such language. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have seen what 
purports to be a report of the Recorder’s 
observations in the case referred to, but 
how far it actually describes hislanguage 
7 Jam unable to say. In any case, the 
matter is not one in which the Execu- 
tive can properly take any action. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: In view of the 
constant outrages on shop keepers in 
Dublin by this class of maniacs, does the 
right hon. Gentleman intend to do any- 
thing to repress this conduct ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! Notice 
must be given of that Question. 


Irish Convicts—Brody and Hartigan. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, if he will ask the 
lord Lieutenant to consider the cases 
of the convicts Brody and Hartigan, in 
4 Mountjoy Prison, with a view to their 
Htelease, having regard to the time they 
have now been in prison. 





Mr. WYNDHAM: The exercise of 
the prerogative of mercy is vested in the 
lord Lieutenant, I submit to the House | 
Wit is better any representations in favour 
I} ofa mitigation of the sentence on the two | 
Fjcnvicts named should not be addressed 
#through the Chief Secretary. 


) Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: The 
Fteason I put the question was that I, 
A addressed a letter to the Lord Lieutenant, 
AVhich the right hon. Gentleman said he | 
Mlad forwarded. I, however, received 
mito reply. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: As far as I am 
tesponsible for any lapse in connection 
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| with any official communication, I will 


(Tower | take care to look into it, but I would 
Hamlets, Whitechapel): I beg to ask the | Sooner any one than myself should for- 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant , ward these letters. 

of Ireland if his attention has been called | 
to the recent trial of Henry Kahn, a_ 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Very 
well, I will write to the Lord Lieutenant 
himself next time. 


Workmen's Compensation Act—Irish 
Appeals. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland, whether 
he is aware that a workman in England 
can appeal to the House of Lords under 
the Workmen’s Compensation  Aet, 
whereas an Irish workman under the 
same Act has no such appeal; and will 
he do anything to assimilate tiie Law in 
[reland, as regards appeals to the House 
of Lords, to that of England. 


Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ArxKrinson, London- 
derry, N.): The County Court Appeals 
system in Ireland, as the hon. Member 
will admit, differs from that which 
exists in England, and there is some 
difficulty in making an exception in the 
class of cases mentioned; nor am [| 
aware that there is any demand for the 
change suggested, but I am quite willing 
to consider the matter. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is there any 
reason why the English working man 
should have this right of appeal, and 
why it should be denied to the Irish 
working man ? 


Mr, ATKINSON: The system is en- 
tirely different in the two countries. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Then put them 


both on the same footing. 


Alleged Jury Packing at Cork Assizes. 
Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask Mr. 


Attorney General for Ireland, in reference 
to the proceedings at last Winter Assizes 
in Cork, in the case of Brigid Nealon, 
alias Cremer, charged with infanticide, 
whether he is aware that, out of the 64 
jurors ordered by the Crown Counsel to 
stand by, the judge ordered eight of the 
said jurors to be sworn on the second 
calling of the list, and that the jury so 
empanelled returned a verdict of guilty ; 
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and, can he state what is the explanation 
for ordering such a number of jurors to 
stand by. 


Questions. 


Mr. ATKINSON: From the report I 
have received, it would appear that the 
hon. Member is under a misapprehension. 
Jurors who had been ordered to stand 
aside were not sworn on the jury in this 
case. I presume he refers to two cases 
of manslaughter tried at the Cork Winter 
Assizes, namely, Rex v. James Healy, and 
Rex y. John Gough, in both of which 
jurors who had been ordered to stand 
aside were in pursuance of the Statute 
sworn so that the trial might proceed, 
and in both the accused were acquitted. 
In the first by the direction of the Judge 
owing to the deposition of a deceased 
witness being held inadmissible, and the 
second on the facts. I have already 
replied to the last question. In that 
trial, the Crown Solicitor set aside these 
jurors because he reasonably believed that 
if sentened they would not give a verdict 
according to the evidence. 


Mr. FLYNN: But is it not the fact 
that jurors who had previously been 
ordered to stand aside were sworn on the 
jury by direction of the judge ! 


Mr. ATKINSON: Yes, Sir, under a 
Statute about 600 years old, 


Brehon Laws. 
Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, §.) : 
ask the Secretary 
whether he can now state the date on 
which the remaining 
Brehon Laws will be issued, seeing that 


I beg to 


no volume has been issued for more | 


than twenty years. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
two final volumes were issued on Monday 
the 13th instant. 


Sugar Duty in Ireland. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he can state how much money 
was raised on sugar cleared in Great 
Britain for purchasers in Ireland ; how 
many sugar-testing stations are in 
England and Scotland, and how much 
their erection and maintenance cost ; 
and will he state why a tes‘ing station 
has not been erected in Ireland. 





{COMMONS} 


to the Treasury | 


volumes of the! 





(Questions. 


| Sr M. HICKS BEACH: No infor- 
|mation is available at the Customs 
| Department of the amount of duty paid 
|in Great Britain on sugar intended for 
‘consumption in Ireland. There are four 
| sugar-testing stations in England and 
|three in Scotland. The initial cost for 
| plant, ete., has been about £500, and 
|there is a small annual charge repre- 
‘senting part of the pay of the officers 
/employed in testing. It has not been 
‘found necessary, as yet, to establish a 
testing station for sugar in Ireland, as 
'a testing station is only required for 
unrefined sugar; and since the imposi- 
‘tion of the duty, no unrefined sugar 
|has been imported into that country 
from abroad. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: When were 
the testing stations erected? With 
regard to the continuation of the tax, 
why should not the wishes of Ireland be 


taken into consideration ? A 
Sirk M. HICKS BEACH made no 
reply. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: It’s too 


hard a question perhaps ! 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: It does not 
|seem to require an answer. ‘Testing 
stations have only been established 
|since the imposition of the duty. I 
have nothing to add to my answer. 


Tea Duty in Ireland.. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
|Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if he 
will state how much was raised in tea 
duty in Ireland; how much was raised 
|in clearances in London for the Trish 
' market ; and whether care can be taken 
that inferior teas are not placed on the 
‘Irish market almost exclusively. 


| ® Sirk M. HICKS BEACH: The amount 
of duty collected on tea in Ireland in the 

year ended the 31st December, 1901, was 
| £290,323. There is no information 
‘available at the Customs Department of 
‘the amount of duty paid in Great 

Britain on tea destined for consumption 
‘in Ireland, as once duty is paid and the 
tea cleared, the Customs Department 
takes no further cognizance of the 
| goods I have no power to control the 
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kinds of tea which may be placed on the | referred to (which receive comparatively 

Jrish market. | little correspondence) are served through 

either ‘Tipperary or Cahir. These 

Mr. LOUGH : Isit not true that the | special arrangements have been made 

amount of tea consumed in Ireland is! with the view of reducing, as far as 

much larger than the quantity indicated | possible, the inconvenience caused by the 
by the figures * | late running of the mail train. 


sim M. HICKS BEACH: I have no 


doubt that it is larger. MR. CULLINAN;}: Is the hon. Gentle- 


|man aware that the Great Southern and 

Me. J. P. FARRELL: Why not | Western Railway allows the mail trains 
+ to wait forty minutes at Kingstown, 

' but only twenty minutes at Limerick 

| Junction ? 

. | 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. | Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 

| must ask for notice. 


have a graduated duty, so as to protec 
the Irish from the importation of 
inferior articles ? 


Mail Delays at Limerick Junction. | 

Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, S.): I| Mr. FLYNN: Is not this difficulty 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, | one of the effects of amalgamation, and 
as representing the I’ostmaster General. | are not the delays more frequent now 
whether his attention has been called to | than before the combine } 
the continued missing of the morning | 
mails at the Limerick Junction, thereby, *\p. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
causing inconvenience to the people of | 
Tipperary, Bansha, Cahir, Clogheen, Ard- | . ’ ‘ 
finan, as well as other places; whether | Transit of Irish Live Stock. 
he is aware that the several public bodies! Wp FIELD: J beg to ask the Presi- 
in those districts have passed resolutions | gent of the Board of Trade whether he 
tondemning this system; and whether | js aware of the decision given on Satur- 
hewill take steps to remedy the grievance day last by a majority of the King’s 
complained of. |Bench Court, Dublin, in the case of 

cee - |Murphy versus Midland Great Western 

Mr, AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The| Railway Company, declaring the terms 
Postmaster-General regrets that at the | enforced by the carrying companies in 


j xd of last year the day mail train from /respect to the through transit of live 
q Dublin reached Limerick Junction, on a | stock to be unreasonable in certain 


number of occasions, too’ late to connect points; and, whether the railway de- 


vith the mail train thence to Water- | partment of the Board of Trade will take 
‘such action as may be necessary to 


m others to the Christmas traffic. It! shle for consignors of live stock from 
appears, however, that the train from | JyoJand to Great Britain. 
Dublin has frequently lost time on the | 


] journey, and urgent representations have 


accordingly been addressed tothe Great) Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 


Southern and Western Railway Company | not yet seen the judgment referred to, 
jn the subject. An improvement in the! but I gather from the hon. Member's 


Totes BE 


working has since been effected. When question that its effect is to give traders 


the Dublin train is running late, the means of protecting themselves aguinst 


Yoails for Cahir are put out at Thurles unreasonable conditions in respect: of 
qind sent via Clonmel, arriving at Cahir | consignments. J am in communication 






about an hour and a half late. When | with the Department of Agriculture in 
the mails for Tipperary miss the Water- | Ireland in regard to the desirability and 
ford train at Limerick Junction, they | practicability of any steps such as are 
are sent on by a special car, and thus ' suggested in the concluding part of the 
mffer little delays ,. The other places | hon. Member’s Question. 
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War Department Works at Athlone. 

Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N): 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office, whether he is aware | 
that the War Department took a portion ; 
of the agricultural lands at Athlone 
belonging to the Incorporated Society 
for Promoting Protestant Schools in 


Questions. 


Ireland, compensating the occupying 
tenant, but paying nothing ‘to the, 
society, who were landlords; that, 


having covered the lands with fortifica- | 
tions, mounds, and buildings, the War 
Department surrendered the lands under 
their powers in 1896 unfit for agricultu- 
ral purposes by reason of these works; 
that, in proceedings by the society to) 
compel the War Department to restore | 
the surrendered lands to their original 
state, the War Office obtained in the | 
Court of Appeal in Ireland an order for | 
£404 4s. 4d. costs to the Crown: and, | 
whether, seeing that the Society have no | 
income available for meeting this ex- 
pense, and that its exaction would, 
cripple the society in carrying out its 
educational work, the War Department 
will favourably consider the remission of 
their claim for costs. 


Lorp STANLEY: The appeal of the 
society for the remission of the claim for 
costs is under consideration. 


Scottish Education Bill. 


Mr. CROMBIE: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury, if the 


Government intend to introduce an 
Education Bill for Scotland this session 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I am unable. 
to give any pledge on this subject at the 
present time. It must depend on the | 
general course of business. 


Irish agen Department—Position 
of Mr. Plunkett. 


Mr. COG HILL: May I ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether any seat 
has yet been found for the vice-president 
of the Irish Agricultural Department. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is not the 
duty of the Government to find a seat. 


Mr. COGHILL: If there is any 
difficulty in finding a Unionist seat, 
could not the right hon. Gentleman 
arrange the matter with the hon. 
Member for Waterford ? 
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' tary 


_ will be finished, and 
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Business of the House. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): 1 beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if it 
will be necessary to submit any Supple- 
mentary Estimates for the consideration 
of the House before the close of the 
present financial year, and, if so, can he 


| state when they will be taken. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No doubt 
there will be Supplementary Estimates 
this year, but I cannot state at the pre- 
sent moment when they will be taken. 


Mr. M’CRAE: Will the Supplemen- 
Estimates be taken before or 
after the new Rules of Procedure are 


introduced ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot make 
any statement of that sort. I do not 
know when the debate on the Address 
until I have some 
knowledge on that point I can hardly 
lay down a plan even for the immediate 
future of the session. I shall en- 
deavour, within the limits of public 
convenience, to follow the course which 
has been pursued in previous sessions, 
and as much as possible have debates in 


Supply on Fridays. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 


| {ask the right hon. Gentleman, with re- 


ference to this matter, whether he will 
take care that the House has time to 
consider the proposed new Rules of Pro- 
cedure as well as the Supplementary 


Estimates, before they are moved in 
the House. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I shall, of 


course, endeavour to meet the wishes of 
the House in that respect. I should 
imagine that I should make a general 
statement as to the scope and character 
of the proposals we are to lay before the 
House with regard to Procedure, and 
that after that statement a certain inter- 
val should be allowed before we proceed 
to discuss the Rules one by one. 


Mr. LOUGH: Will an opportunity be 
given after the interval for a sort of 
Second Reading debate, in which the 
whole scope of the Rules might be 
considered ? 





SIE 
mout 
Gent. 
make 


Mr 
all Qu 
put o 
them 


ADDI 
GI 


Or 
Debat 
“Tha 
to His 


se W 
loyal 
Unite 
Irelan 
leave | 
Majes 
Your 
House 
MM ‘al 


Mai 





*(4.4 
(Water 
desire 
name, 
ought 
House 
@ terms, 
issues 
refusal 
the iri 
@ compu 
4 an ext 
9 Conges 
the rey 
of free 
Mem be 
the ass 


a 












696 


to 
oa 
ple- 
ion 
the 
i he 


ubt 
ites 
»re- 


ien- 
or 
are 


ake 
not 
ress 
yme 
dly 
late 
en- 
blic 
lich 
ns, 
5 in 


LN: 
| Te- 
will 
> to 
Pro- 
ary 


of 
s of 
yuld 
eral 
cter 
the 
and 
iter- 
ceed 


y be 
t of 
the 
be 











($97 Address in Reply to {23 January 1902} the King’s Speech. 698 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I rather think |in a country which is absolutely free 
it will be unnecessary, but I will consider from anything of the nature of serious 
the question. I am aware that hon. crime; and finally it calls on this House 
Gentlemen have an absolute right to dis- | to address itself to the problem of 
cuss a matter which so closely affects | endeavouring to bring the Government 
them, but I cannot give a final answer of Ireland into harmony with the 
now. ‘opinions of the governed. These are 

|clear and definite issues and all are 

Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- | agreed that they are issues of enor- 
mouthshire, W.): Will the right hon. | mous and vital importance. 

Gentleman make a Motion when he| [ may say, preliminarily, that there 
makes his general statement ? | are certain fundamental questions on 
; : | which we are all, so far as I know, 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he thought | absolutely agreed. First of all the 
all Questions of this kind had better be| urgent and immediate necessity of 
put on the Paper. He would then give | further dealing by further ‘legis- 
them careful consideration. |lation with the Irish land question 
‘is no longer a matter of controversy. 
All classes of the people demand it. The 
ADDRESS IN REPLY TO HIS MOST | Irish landlords protest against the 

GRACIOUS MAJESTYS SPEECH. present system ; they denounce as 

(SixtH Day’s DEBATE ) ‘iniquitous the system of dual owner- 
Order read, for resuraing Adjourned | akep wikls: has: elronchy remnens cee 
Riketoen Mdin Qineti ae , |rental by 42 per cent. The tenants 
bi Me stion [16th January], |, il sia lade Jacana casita aad 
“That an humble Address be presented | “1U2Y OPPose the presen» system ani 
: presented declare that under it their property is. 
to His Majesty as followeth :— Rye, 


F ‘ | being confiscated, and they demand its 
“ Most Gracious Sovereign, | abolition. And, finally, the Government 
“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and | have declared its condemnation of the 
loval subjects, the Commons of the | existing system, for they had declared 
United Kingdom of Great Britain andj themselves in favour of a system of 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg | occupying proprietory. The present 
leave to offer our humble thanks to Your | Chief Secretary has, on more than one 
Majesty for the Gracious Speech which | occasion, stated in public that the great 
Your Majesty has addressed to both , necessity of the moment in Irish polities 
Houses of Parliament.” —(Colonel Harry | is the introduction of further legislation 





MCalmont.) |on Irish land. My accusation against 
| the Government is that, while admitting 

Main Question again proposed. ‘the existence of this grievance, they 

| propose no adequate remedy at all, that 

IRISH LAND QUESTION. they hold out no real hope of redress to 


*(4.40). Mr. JOHN REDMOND | the people, but on the other hand they 
(Waterford): The Amendment which | | have fallen back in Ireland on the old, 
desire to move and which stands in my | old methods of English Government in 


quame, has one merit which I think) the past by the use of coercion and 
7 ought to commend it generally to the! exceptional laws, the abolition of trial 


House. It is clear and precise in its| by jury, the suppression of free speech, 


@ terms, and it raises clear and definite| and the imprisonment of political 


issues for discussion. It condemns the! opponents by means of tribunals con- 
refusal of the Government to deal with | sisting of agents and deputies of the 
the Irish land question by a system of | Executive Government. ‘Thus it will be 


@ompulsory sale and purchase, and by seen that the twentieth century in 


jn extension and reorganisation of the Ireland is commencing in exactly the 







@ Congested Districts Board ; it condemns | same way as commenced the nineteenth 
@ the revival of coercion, the suppression century by the refusal to redress 


di free speech, and the imprisonment of admitted grievances, and by the stupid 

Members of this House and others for | and brutal suppression of the rights and 

the assertion of the right of free speech liberties of the Irish people. 
t 
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I do not intend to speak at any length, | exception of the constituency of the right 
P ; sen, | p a g 


as I did at this time last year, on the | 
necessity of applying the principle of com- | 
pulsion to the creation of an occupying 
proprietory in Ireland, and for this reason: 
the arguments, the reason, the logic in 
this matter are entirely onourside. Our) 
case for the compulsory sale and pur- 
chase of land in Ireland holds the field. 
From the time of the debate last year 
down to this moment there has been no 
serious attempt made by any responsible 
politician to overthrow it. That settle- 
ment of the Irish land question has 
many precedents in other lands. It 
does not necessitate the expenditure of 
one single shilling of Imperial money ; 
and you have in the working of the 


‘cent. of the 


| 


hon. and gallant Gentleman the Member 
for North Armagh—every Unionist 


| Member sent to this Parliament is pledged 


to this principle. That is to say, 95 per 
entire representation of 
Ireland is in favour of compulsory sale 
and purchase. And if any one is really 
curious as to the strength and intensity 
of the Unionist feeling in Ireland, let him 
observe what is going on the constituency 
of East Down, which, so far as I know, 
has always been a Unionist constituency. 
The Unionist Government of the day 
has raised the standard of absolute 
refusal of the demand for compulsory 
sale and purchase, and what has happened 


since the vacancy in the representation 


existing Land Purchase Laws in Ireland, | 


a most absolute guarantee that there 
would be no risk in the necessarily 
temporary use of the Imperial credit for 
this purpose. The principle of compul- 
sion has been already applied on this | 
question. The right hon. and gallant 
Member for North Armagh consistently 
protests against the principle of compul- 
sion being introduced into the Irish land 
system, but has he not been compelled 
by Parliament to submit to it? 
The right hon. and gallant Gentleman's 
income has been compulsorily settled | 
and regulated by Acts of Parliament. 

Finally, this demand is one which pro- | 
ceeds from the whole of Ireland. Memories 
are very short on these matters, and 
while J do not intend to make any elab- 
orate argument, as I did last year, on 
the desirability of applying this principle 
of compulsion to that settlement of the | 
land system in Ireland, I may be forgiven 
if I just repeat this portion of my state- 
ment last year, viz., that public opinion 
in Ireland is united in favour of it. All 
the Nationalist Members in this House 
are in favour of compulsory sale, al- 
though that does not count for much in 
the settlement of the Irish question by 
the British Parliament! [But in this 
ease Unionist opinion in Ireland is on 
the same lines. With the exception of 
the City of Belfast, the City of Derry, 
the University of Dublin—three con- 


stituences, which, though I consider 
them interested in the settlement 
of the land question, cannot be 


regarded as directly interested in purely 
agricultural matters, and the magnificent 


Mr. John Redmond, 





in East Down occurred ? They have been 
scouring the country to try and find 
some one foolish enough <o carry their 
standard in the contest for that seat; 
but I am told that up to the present 
moment they have not succeeded in 
getting a candidate. [A voice: “ Yes, 
they will.”] I hope they will, and al- 


‘though it is not a safe thing to make 


political prophecies, I will take the 
risk of saying, that if they do send down 
a man of their own to this Unionist con- 


'stituency to stand against a compulsory 


purchase candidate, he will be routed 


hip and thigh by a large majority. 


Now let me ask, how is this serious and 
reasonable demand met in behalf of prac- 
tically the whole people of Ireland? This 


| demand, which comes from Unionist and 


Nationalist, from Catholic and Protestant, 
from Ulster quite as strongly as from 
Leinster, Munster and Connaught—is it 
met by either reason, argument, or per- 
suasion? No, nothing of the kind. ‘The 
right hon. Gentleman who has been sent 
over by this country to govern Ireland has 
not condescended to;take this question ser- 
iously at all, but he thinks that he can 
dispose of it by shrieking “ never ” at a 
little gathering of Orangemen in Belfast. 
It is a strange thing that practically the 
first and only serious pronouncement 
made on Jrish soil, on Irish affairs, by 
the new Governor of Ireland, was at @ 
semi-private gathering of Orangemen, 
presided over not only by a landlord, 
Lord Londonderry, but by that landlord 
who is universally accepted as the repre- 
sentative standard-bearer of the most 
extreme and reactionary section of 
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Irish landlords. This Governor of 
Ireland, who goes over to endeavour 
to govern the country in the interest of 
the great mass of the people—so little 


interest has he in obtaining the good- | 
will and sympathy of the overwhelming | 


mass of the people—nc uding all the 
tenants—farmers, Unionist and Nation- 
alist alike, that he selects for his first 
pronouncement a gathering of that kind ; 
and he goes out of his way to nsult the 
whole Nationalist body of Ireland by 
refusing admission to the audience of 


the representatives of all the Nationalist | 


Press of the country. At that gathering 
where this great pronouncement was to 
be made no representative of the Press 
was allowed to be present except those 
represen'ing the Jrish Times and the 


Express, Unionist and extreme re-action- | 


ary landlord newspapers ; and the repre- 


sentatives of the Nationalist papers had | 


to obtain reports of the speech by going 
and asking as a favour a copy from the 
representatives of the papers which 
admittedly only express the views of an 


infinitesimal portion of the population | 


of Ireland. At that gathering the 
right hon. Gentleman put his policy 
forth, and it was the shriek of ‘“‘ never.’ 
“ Never” is a dangerous word for a poli- 
tician to use; a dangerous word for a 
Minister—especially an English Minister 
—to use with reference to Ireland. So 
far aS my experience goes “never” is a 
word vou very rarely find in the mouth 
of English politicians when speaking of 
the politics of their own country, except 
in the green and salad days of their 
political career; it is a word which 
springs from the overweening confidence 
of inexperience. But it is a word we 
frequently hear in Ireland. 


Now, the right hon. Gentleman not 
only uses the word “never” in 
respect to his own Government, but 
he actually spoke of all Govern- 
ments in he future and all time to 
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‘to Irish demands by stronger men than 
ithe right hon. Gentleman, and by 
| greater and more powerful Governments 
‘than the present. I remember the 
present Prime Minister in 1885 saying 
that never would local government be 
|granted to Ireland, that local govern- 
ment was worse than automony, and I 
remember in 1887, two years later, the 
‘same noble Lord declaring again 
‘that never would he or his Gov- 
ernment interfere with the judicial 
rents. In fact, there is not one single 
measure of redress of all those which 
h ve been passed for Ireland in my 
recollection in this House which had not 
met in the first instance this ‘‘ never” of 
shortsightedness and arrogant self confi- 
dence, and I have seen those nevers all 
melting away like snow before the deter- 
mination of a united Irish people, and I 
tell the right hon. Gentleman, with all 
respect, that the Irish people will teach 
him to repent his rash declaration and to 
adopt the policy he now repudiates. The 
right hon. Gentleman announced the in- 
troduction of an Irish Land Bill; the 
same thing was said last session when I 
expressed my opinion that there was no 
intention of carrying it, and my opinion 
was justified because it never saw the 
light of day. This year the right hon. 
Gentleman will probably be forced to in- 
|troduce one. Last year, when an- 
nounced, I do not think there was a 
Bill in existence; this year, I believe 
there is, and that under the circum- 
stances, the right hon. Gentleman will 
be compelled to let us see it. But the 
right hon. Gentleman knows perfectly 
well that there is no intention and no 
| possibility of passing any serious land 
‘legislation during this session. Is it 
| seriously suggested that after you have 
discussed and painfully succeeded in pass- 
ing another £200,000 Budget to enable 
| you to still further prolong this disgrace- 
|ful and disastrous war; after you have 


come. In his opinion this principle of , spent many, many nights in endeavour- 
compulsion would never at any time in ing to explain the defeat of your arms, 
the future, byanyGovernment, be app ied | and the slaughter of the innocents in 
to the settlement of the land question South Africa; after you have wasted 
in Ireland Well, the right hon. | weeks and probably months in a vain 
Gentleman will not be surprised to hear , and foolish attempt, by new rules of pro- 
that we are not much disturbed by his | ceedure, suppressing free speech, to 
shriek. I have sat in this house for | enable this House to perform the work 
twenty-one years, and during that time of half a dozen Legislatures; after you 
I have heard the word “never” applied | have discussed a contentious Fducation 
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Bill, and after you have settled the great | to note the cost of the police per head of 
question of London water—is it then | the population in Ireland is double that 
suggested that it will be possible’ of Great Britain. There are 27 police 
for this House to consider, much per 10,000 persons in Ireland, and only 
less pass, any serious legislation affect-| seven in Scotland, where, com pared with 
ing the Irish land question? Last year Ireland, crime is rampant. Now let me 
I said the promise in the King’s Speech go to particulars, I have been dealing 
was a distinct sham, this year, I say, the | with countries, let me take areas. There 
declaration of the right hon. Gentleman are two counties in Ireland which, ‘above 
that he has a great Land Bill he intends all others, have received particular atten- 
to pass this session is also a sham. I tion from the right hon. Gentleman 
say there is no possibility of anything of |Mayoand Roscommon. ‘Those two coun- 
the kind occurring, and there is no | ties are the theatre at present of most of 
serious intention oi its doing so. The the coersive energies of the right hon. 
right hon. Gentleman knows perfectly | Gentleman. In Mayo the total number of 
well that any voluntary Land Bill he indictable offences was 123, in Cumber- 
may introduce is merely tinkering with | land, with about the same population 
the question, for it will please no one, | they were 283, while in Monmouthshire 
satisfy no one, and settle nothing. He they were 580. Let me take the coun- 
is not prepared, at the present moment, | try of Roscommon represented by my 
to introduce a compulsory Bill; popular | hon. Friend beside me, who will, I hope, 
agitation in Ireland is not yet suflicient- | second the Amendment, and who is now 
ly strong power, or perhaps, I might say, | under sentence by a Court composed of 
not quite menacing and dangerous | two men appointed by and removable 
enough, and therefore there is this pre-| by his political opponents. The state 
text that he will introduce a Land Bill; of Roscommon is so terrifying that the 
and we may have half a day wasted in a/ Government after nine years has been 
description of the details, and then we | to resurrect the Crimes Act. The popu- 
shall hear no more of it, and the right lation of Co. Roscommon is 103,000. 
hon. Gentleman will go back to Ireland | The total number of indictable offences 
to get another lesson on the land was 92. In Brighton there were 252 
question, and next year we may get! with the same period, in Preston 160, 

‘and in Cardiff nearly 500. These sta- 


compulsory purchase. 
What is the Government doing | tistics prove conclusively that Ireland 
at present in Ireland? Let me/ may boast of being a crimeless country. 
Hon. Members may say | am dealing only 


read a portion of the words of the 


Amendment I! am going to move. 
[The hon. Member here quoted the 


|with ordinary and not with so-called 
‘agrarian crime. No: all indictable 
Amendment]. That is a very serious! offences are included with the figures 
accusation to bring against the Govern-|1 have given. Agrarian crime has 
ment. but let me see whether I cannot! practically disappeared in Ireland, in 
very shortly prove beyond the possi- fact, the only matters which to-day are 
bility of doubt the truth of every classed as agrarian crime and take place 
statement of the accusation. First, is | in Ireland are the sending of the threat- 
Ireland free from crime? Mr. Speaker, ening letters—offences which in this 
it is difficult on this question to speak | country are not classified as crimes at 
with patience in this House. There all—which in most instances are not 
is not in Europe—in the world—_ offences, and are certainly not unknown 
to-day, a country where crime is/here. 1 can speak feelingly on this sub- 
less than in Ireland. Ireland stands, | ject, for there is not a week passes but 
so far as the United Kingdom is con-| 1 receive, through the medium of the 
cerned, far above England, Scotland, or | House of Commons Post Office, abusive 
Wales in this respect. From the figures | anonymous letters, threatening me with 
taken from the last returns I find | all sorts of pains and penalties, and 
that in 1901 there were in Scotland 339 | constantly with assassination, because 
indictable offences per 100,000 of abe the views I hold. | treat them 
ulation, in England 239, and in Ireland | naturally with the utmost contempt. 
only 201. It might be of interest here | But in Ireland every malicious anony- 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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mous letter notified to the police is 
solemnly put down in the statistics as an 
agrarian eutrage. 

Now | come to an extraordinary fact. 
The very absence of crime is held in 


certain quarters to be a justification of | 


coercion. The Times newspaper, and 
many of the influential advisers of the 
right hon. Gentleman, have been for 


nths dinning in the ears of the public | eLy L 
a. | P 'on what principle the police proceeded. 


that the fact that there is no crime in 
Ireland is a proof that the national 
organisation is so strong, and can carry 
out its will so completely that crime is 
unnecessary. How are we to please these 


gentlemen 4 If there is a state of dis-, 


turbance in [reland, public liberty is 
suspended. If crime disappears we are 
told it is a proof that under the surface 
there is this evil influence at work, and 
public liberty must be suspended. The 
position in which the Government find 
themselves in this matter is a ridiculous 
one. The Coercion Act was originally 
passed to deal with crime, there is no 
crime in the country, but they have 
brought it once more into operation. So 
far as ecncerns the statement that the 
absence of crime is due to the strength 
of the popular organisation, I admit it ; 
I boast of it, and I welcomeit. It is part 
and parcel of the policy of the national 
organisation to suppress crime. It has 
been successful in doing that, and | 
sincerely hope it will continue to be. If 
it fails, however, the responsibility will 
be upon those who are now in a peace- 
ful country introducing provocation by 
suppressing the {rights of individual 
citizens. 

| come now to the question of free 
speech. Free speech in this peaceful 
country is suppressed. I might quote 
many instances, but F will confine my- 
self to one: others, doubtless, will be 
given in the course of the debate. Let 
me mention briefly what took place last 
October in a place called Kilmaine in 
County Mayo. On the 28th October, a 


meeting of the electors of South Mayo | 


was held at Kilmaine, to be addressed by 
their own Member. No suggestion was 
made that it was to be an unlawful 
assemblv. It has been usual for the 


Government, when they considered a | 
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|clamation was issued in this case, 
; though I do not attach much importance 
, to that, but the people were allowed to 


‘assemble. The meeting was permitted 


to go on for some time, and three or four 
speeches were made. But, suddenly, in the 
middle of the meeting, when the Member 
for the division rose, he was at once told 
he would not be allowed to open his lips. 
It is absolutely ridiculous, | do not know 


Possibly the police thought the hon. 
Member was going to make an indiscreet 
speech, but the same authorities had 
already allowed the hon. Member for East 
Clare to address the meeting, and he, I 
fancy, was not likely under the circum- 
stances to make a more moderate speech 
than the Member for the division. But the 
very moment the hon. Member rose he 
was told that if he tried to speak the 
meeting would be dispersed. Of course 
he persisted, and was promptly seized, 
dragged off the platform, and through the 
streets; and the people, who were 
admittedly attending a lawful meeting, 
were turned upon by the police, beaten 
and assaulted with batons, and the 
meeting was broken up with violence. 
Is not that a scandal, and would it not have 
justified any violence to which the 
people under the circumstances might 
have been driven? I think I had better 
fortify myself by reading a portion of a 
deliberate statement with regard to these 
proceedings, which was written in cold 
blood, after the whole affair was over. I 
ask the House to listen to this because 
they know the writer (the hon. Member 
of East Clare) sufficiently well to be sure 
that, however unpopular his views may be 
in some parts of the House, he is not the 
man to make a deliberate statement of 
this kind, knowing it to be false. Here 
js the statement— 

“ The people were doing absolutely nothing. 
A few of them may have cheered, but that was 
all, and yet the police fell upon them, beat 
them, pursued and batoned them without 
merey. Mr. O’Donnell was prevented by force 
from speaking, and that being so, there was 
no need to beat the people or to disperse them, 
and yet they were, without any understandable 
reason, beaten and kicked by the police. Yes, 
kicked, I saw it. Lam prepared to take my 
oath of it. I saw one young man run away 
across afield. [saw four policemen ehase him, 
come up with him, knock him down, beat him, 
and kick him, while on the ground. I sawit. 


meeting about to be held was for an/! shall never forget it; such cold-blooe d 


illegal object, to proclaim the gathering 


| ruffianism, four men kicking one upon he 
2 . és | ground. 
and prevent its assembling. No pro-| men wantonly beaten. 


_ I saw aeve ral 
Mr. Peter Regan by 


It made me feel ill. 
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my side twas knocked down, kicked, and | 
beaten on the heai, and one of his hands | 
broken. By whose authority was this done? | 
By what right? The people had not been 
forbidden to assemble. The meeting was not 
roclaimed. I was allowed to speak; Mr. 

’Donnell was not. But why were the people 
who were allowed to listen to me brutally 
beaten? More outrageous ruffianism I never | 
heard of.” 
I ask the House seriously to consider | 
what is going on in Ireland, when in a 
crimeless county outrages of this sort are 
permitted. I say deliberately that if loss 
of life had followed on the violence, the 
right hon. Gentleman, the Colonial | 
Secretary, and those who are responsible 
for the action of the police would have | 
been morally, aye, and legally, guilty of 
murder. 

I further charge the Government with 
having resurrected this Coercion Act | 
after it had been allowed for nearly ten 
years to remain a dead letter. The 
memory of English Members in reference 
to these affairs is short. They have their 
own affairs and their own troubles, and | 
they forget the facts about Ireland | 
Does every Member, for example, know 
that under this Coercion Act trial by 
jury is abolished for certain of the most 
serious and complicated kinds of crime ? 
Do hon. Members know that under its 
operation Irishmen can be tried by 
tribunals, consisting of two magistrates 
chosen by the Government, paid by the | 
Government, and removeable by the 
Government, while for the very same. 
offences men could not be tried in the 
free land of England, Scotland, or Wales, 
except before a jury of their peers? | 
Without any justification whatever the | 
Government have resurrected this Act, 
and under it have already sent to prison 
scores of people whose only offence was | 
that the Government thought they had | 
been guilty of taking part in unlawful | 
assemblies. It is not necessary to go| 
through the provisions of the Coercion | 
Act ; that one broad statement is enough. | 
Without any justification in the nature | 
of crime, outrage, or disturbance, you are | 
putting into operation in Ireland a law | 
which is at variance with the fundamental 
principle of the British constitution, and 
which robs the people of the great safe- 
guard of the constitution, viz., trial by 
jury. Some of my colleagues in this 
House are already in prison, and my 
hon. friend beside me (the hon. Member 
for South Roscommon) is under sentence 
—for what? For making at a peaceful 

Mr. John Redmond. 
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proved unlawful by reason of anything 


‘said nothing illegal, 
given on various outside matters, and 


of the subjects in matters of this kind 


' servants of the Government. 
| not be tolerated in this country for half 


‘here even if the country were in a state 


_ gested Districts Board recently purchased 


‘land to enable them to live. 
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meeting of his own constituents, a speech, 
every word of which could be justified in 
this House. The hon. Member was prose. 
cuted on a charge of unlawful assembly, 
The assembly was not proved to be un 
lawful by reason of any disturbance or 
tumult ; there was none. Nor was it 


illegal said by the hon. Member; he 
But evidence was 


the endeavour was made to show what 
was the intent of those who called the 
meeting. Is it tolerable that the liberty 


should be at the disposal of two paid 
and removable deputies or agents or 
It would 
an hour. It would not be tolerated | 
of disturbance and crime. What, 
therefore, is to be said of it in Ireland 
where, as I have shown, the country is 


peaceful and crimeless ? 


Some of these proceedings have sprung 
out of what is known as the De Freyne 
case in County Roscommon. Let me very 
briefly deal with that matter. The Con- 


in County Roscommon a large estate be- 
longing to Lord Dillon. On the estate 
were thousands of wretched tenants 
trying to eke out a living on poor patches 
of land. The Board are not only selling 
these holdings to the occupiers, but are 
also dividing amongst them the large 
grass lands on the estate, so that in the: 
future the occupiers may have sufficient) 





Under} 
that operation these tenants are getting} 
an immediate reduction in their annual] 
payments of about one-third of thej 
rent. That is a most benificent transac-) 
tion. It is about the best and holiest] 
work upon which man could be engagedif 
in Ireland. Next door to that estatej 
lies the estate of Lord De Freyne—any 
estate exactly similar in character, with 
grazing lands and poor wretched occu 
piers. I have here a letter written ing 
1893 by the hon. Member for S. Tyrone.¥ 


. 


Recent declarations of the hon. Member} 
would have no weight at all with hong 
Gentlemen opposite, but the letter I am 
about to quote was written when hé 
was fighting against the tenants, agains 


Home Rule, and, as I believe, agains 
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the interests of Ireland. I therefore | that report was signed by the First 
hope his words will carry weight with | Lord of the Treasury and his brother, 
the present Government. Here is an) who was then Chief Secretary for 
extract from a letter by the Member | Ireland. 
for South Tyrone which appeared in | si at ” 
The Times in 1893: Pia RESIDENT oF tar BOARD 
: oF TRADE (Mr. Gera 3 

‘‘T have just returned from the De Freyne Leeds. Central ( * — BaLrour, 
Estate, where the Royal Irish Constabulary | ses, OUTS ): 68, it was signed by 
are doing the work of emergency men, and are | US both, but in neither case did our 
protecting the evicted homesteads of Lord | signatures imply any approval of the 
De Freyne’s tenants lest they should be re-taken | r 4 ae! : 4 
by the ex-tenants or their friends. The con- | sates The report she signed by us, 
dition of the De Freyne and similar estates in | 4! amongst other things it stated that 
the West of Ireland is simply appalling. In| this resolution had _ been passed at a 
the first place the estate is part of a huge con- meeting of the Congested Districts 


gested district. It is also the cenire of a great . . ne 
migratory labour area. Annually all the popu- Board. At that meeting neither of us 


lation go over to England for the harvest or | Were present. 

other labour. Driving on to the property 

from Castlerea, and as far as the human eye Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Does the 
could reach, it seemed one vast swamp of bog. right | Gentl 5 

The land is mainly cut-away bog, every acre 8 - 2om. yentieman mean to say that 
of it cut and reclaimed by the labour and having signed that report, and the First 
sweat of the tenants. Kven were the land of Lord having also signed it, they can now 


the st quality and were held rent free the disown responsibility for the report ! 
earned abroad is a precarious existence eked ; 
out. Ina good year, as this undeubtedly has Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Certainly. 
been, rents are fairly well paid; in bad years 
an thet western ree icy vo the rule] | Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I take it 
quently accumulate, and in due time they that as the Congested Districts Board 
become a hopeless mountain of debt. Evictions had not this power it was asked for 
then take lace. a — —* — with the sanction and with the know- 
nia ik ive. saloacktls onabibion eopronsi ledge and approval of these two right 
Will a day ever come that a Government shall | hon. Gentlemen, because they have never 
be found willing to look stern facts in the face | repudiated their responsibility. 
and, instead of passing on, stay and deal with 
them ? Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am sure 
This is admittedly a fair and honest | the hon. and learned Member will allow 
description of the condition of affairs on | me to say that I have repudiated it and 
the De Freyne Estate. These wretched protested against it over and over again. 
tenants on the De Freyne Estate across 
the ditch, have seen what has happened Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I was not 
to the tenants on the Dillon Estate. aware of that fact or | would not have 
They have seen these Dillon Estate | stated it, and it is a singular thing that 
tenants getting possession of their hold-; I never noticed any of these loud pro- 
ing and the grass lands, and having testations and repudiations of the right 
their rents reduced by one - third, hon. Gentleman in the past. The Con- 
besides having £20,000 of arrears wiped gested Districts Board unanimously 
out in the transaction. What have the | adopted a resolution in favour of com- 
De Freyne Estate tenants done? They pulsory purchase, and the only man 
went to Lord de Freyne and asked him | against it is an English official who is 
to sell his estate, and offered to pay him sent over there. If the Congested Dis- 
the same terms which Lord Dillon had | tricts Board to-day had the power which 
accepted. But Lord De Freyne refused, they unanimously claimed in a report, 
and in the state of the law at present signed at any rate without note or com- 
the Congested Districts Board have no ment by both those right hon. Gentle- 
power to compel him. Will the First men, this trouble on the De Freyne 
Lord of the Treasury note what | am Estate could be settled in 24 hours, 
going to say. In the year 1895 the because Lord De Freyne could be com- 
Congested Districts Board unanimously pelled to deal with his wretched tenants 
adopted a report asking Parliament to and his wretched serfs in the same way 
give them these compulsory powers, and that Lord Dillon has dealt with his 


2E 
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tenants. Lord De Freyne has refused, | tribunals consisting of the paid and re- 
and the whole estate has been thrown| movable agents of the Government. 
into confusion and excitement. The These are not matters of opinion; I am 
tenants asked, pending a final settle-| only reciting facts, and these facts can- 
ment, whether they would be given in| not be disputed, and there is no answer 


the King’s Speech. 


their annual payment a reduction similar 
to Lord Dillon’s tenants, and that also 
was refused, now the tenants have 
entered into a combination. What | 
say is—and | wish that my words could 
reach every man on that estate—l 
believe they have right and justice on 
their side, and | wish them every suc- 
cess. They have gone into this matter 
on their own initative, and so far as the 
national organisation in Ireland is con- 


cerned we had no hand, act, or part in | 


starting this combination. The people 
started it themselves, and having started 
it I wish them every success. I gay to 
them two things about their com- 
bination :—Firstly, if they persevere in it 
some of them will suffer, and they will 
have to make sacrifices. 
thing I say is that if they persevere 
they are bound to succeed, and speaking 
not only for myself, but also in the name 


of all the Nationalist Members of this | 


House, and in the name of the national 
organisation in Ireland, I say that so 


long as these tenants stand by their | 
present combination, and conduct their | 


movement with clean hands, and upon 
lines of popular public open agitation, 
and do not stain their hands with crime 
and outrage, so long will we give them 
every assistance and every support that 
is in our power. 

Now let me shortly recapitulate my 
points and finish. I claim to have 


The second | 


| to thems 


' I would like, in all seriousness and 
|solemnity, to ask the House of Com- 
|mons what is the moral of all this? 
| Here you are, 100 years after the passing 
‘of the Act of Union, and your rule in 
‘Ireland still rests upon force. ‘To-day 
_you have behind your Government no 
| moral sanction wnatever. | might say 
| what was said by the distinguished his- 
'torian of the Union, the Member for 
Trinity College, ‘* The unbribed intellect 
of Ireland is against your Government.” 
You have not the confidence of any 
creed, or class, or party. ‘The popularly 
elected representative public bodies are 
almost to a man against you, the clergy 
and the laity are against you, the repre- 
sentatives of the people in this House 
are against you, andin this land ques- 
tion, 95 per cent. of them are 
against you, and your rule to-day 
rests just exactly as it did 100 years 
'ago, upon force and corruption. [Min- 
| isterial cries of “No, no.”| Yes, Sir, on 
force and corruption, because there is 
one class you have at your back, and 
| the only class, and they are that of the 
| place holders and the place seekers. We 
' have heard often in history of what were 
called benevolent despotisms, but your 
| despotism in Ireland is of the worst and 
'the meanest character, because it is 
|cloaked by the empty forms and the 
‘dishonest pretences of constitutional 


shown to the House that the Govern-| government. So far from being benevo- 
ment have refused to remedy an ad-| lent, your despotism has been malevo- 
mitted grievance of a vital national! lent and most deadly in its effect. Let 
character ; and that they have declared | me seriously ask the House of Commons, 
that they will never sanction compulsory | what moral right has any Government 
purchase even in connection with the Con- | to exist for one hour in any country in 
gested District Board. I claim to have the world, which after 100 years is 
shown that Ireland tod y is, beyond all | marked, as your Government is to-day, 
precedent and all comparison on this side | by the disappearance of half the popt- 
of the Channel, free from crime. I have | lation, by the destruction of native 
also shown that after nine years of disuse | industries, by periodical famines, by the 
the Coercion Act has under these| chronic misery of those who remain 


circumstances been revived, and lawful 
meetings have been dispersed by brutal 
police violence, when Members of this 
House and other persons, for persisting 
n their right of free speech, have been 
mprisoned without trial by jury by 


Mr, John Redmond} 


behind, by the constant suspension of 
ordinary rights of free citizens, by the 
suppressinn of free speech, and by the 
abrogation of trial by jury, and which is 
confronted at the end of the 100 years 
as you are confronted to-day in Ire 
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land, by a discontented, dissatisfied, ; any rate shown towards me personally 


and disaffected peopie? I assert that 
such a Government has no moral right 


to live for one hour in any part of the | 


world, and I say further that to every 
such Government resistance is a duty, 


and even rebellion becomes a question | 


merely of expedience. I was recently in 


Canada, and there in that great and free | 


country, [ saw all the difficulties and all 
the problems which have baffled the 
wisest of your statesmen and the strong- 
est of your governments in Ireland, 
solved by the simple expedient of trust- 
ing the people, In Canada there were 
differences of race, religion, language 
and history quite as great and _ per- 
haps greater than those which con- 
front you in Ireland. There was 
disaffection in Canada, so widespread 
and deep-rooted, that it took the form 
of open-armed rebellion. Does not 
every intelligent man who sets his 
mind to this question know perfectly 
well that it was the policy of Lord 


Durham which made the peaceful, con- | 
tented and prosperous Canada of to-day 7 | 
and does he not know that it is the’ 


denial of it which keeps Ireland the 
disaffected and rightly disaffected nation 
she is at this moment ? 
would not submit for twenty-four hours, 
ay, for one hour, to be ruled from 
Westminster. And neither will Ireland, 
so far as it possible for her, a disarmed 
people to resist. 


I took the liberty to warn the 


Chief Secretary earlier in my speech 


” 


against the use of the word “ mever 
in connection with I[rish politics, but 
there is one connection in which 
can use it with perfect safety. 

whole story of Lreland’s connection with 
this country—the experience of every 


passed since the Act of Union—and 
if we look away from these shores, the 


whole experience in the history of the | 
world—will justify him in declaring that | 


to rule from this Parliament as at 


present constituted Ireland will never | 


consent, and that Irishme: never can 
be either contented, prosperous or well- 
affected until they are once 
masters in their own country. 
that I have spoken at too great length, 
and whatever the opinions of Members 
may be on these matters, they have at 


Canadians | 


he | 
The | 


again | 
I fear | 


great fairness in listening to perhaps 


unpopular views at considerable length. 
I conclude now by simply moving the 
Amendment that stands in my name. 
I sincerely trust that we will hear, if 
not from the Chief Secretary, for I 
confess I have little hope of that, but 
at any rate from other leading men 
in different parts of the House, some 
expressions which may bring to the 
people of Ireland some hope in the 
misery and misfortune under which 
they labour at this moment. 


(5.50) Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 
S.), in seconding the Amendment, said 
that the county he represented was situ- 
ated in the theatre of operations in I[re- 
land at present. It was one of the most 
crimeless counties even of [reland. But 
undoubtedly there did exist in that 
county a very determined agitation 
against the present state of things. 
The people had banded themselves 
together in an organisation, and they 
were determined that in the object of 
that organisation, even though they 
might have to undergo suffering and 
trial, they would persevere until they 
met with success. County Roscom- 
mon possessed a very considerable 
portion of as good rich and fertile land 
as there was in any part of these three 
countries. About sixty years ago that 


land was in the occupation of. the people, 


and over it were scattered many happy 
homes. Now the people were living in 
wretchedness and misery in the bogs 
and on the mountain side, while the 
rich and fertile land was in the possession 
of a few people. What applied to the 
whole of Ireland applied more particu- 


| larly and strongly to Roscommon. Half 
single day of the century that has 


the land of Ireland was in the possession 
of people under £50 valuation. There 
were 486,000 agricultural holdings in 
Ireland, and 440,000 of these were 
people in holdings valued under £50, 
whilst 40,000 occupied holdings valued 
at more than £50, and the valuation of 
these 40,000 exceeded that of the 
/ 440,009. In Roscommon that state of 
things was even worse, and the records 
showed that British ruleduring the past 
60 years had dimished and almost 
destroyed the population. In 1841 the 
| County had a population of over 254,000, 


2E2 


| 
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but the census of last year showed that cause, perhaps, of an illegal sentence in 
the population was reduced to 101,000. the speech of one individual. Because, 
A hunered and fifty four thousand perhaps, of the indiscretion of one 
people had been driven from the county individual, every person who had taken 
by British misrule. In 1841 there were part in the meetings was held by the 
44,000 inhabited houses in the county | law of the land which they were sup- 
and now there are 21,000. posed to respect to have participated in 

They were asked why they did not an unlawful assembly, and was sent to 
respect British law and institutions. Was prison like an ordinary criminal. They 
there a British Member in this House, had got fairly accustomed to the method 


who would not stand up and advise his prohibiting freedom of speech by 
people to resist this decay of their proclamations and imprisonment, and in 
population. ! The people of that county this connection if Ireland could have 
; . ss TR St a a ee eee 
were determined that they would put an taught the Chiet Secr tary anything it 
end to state of things, and in the effort Should have taught him that the Irish 
to do so they were prepared to face all people would not withdraw their 
the consequences of hostile and coer- demand for justice because he selected a 
cive Government. The struggle on the tew score men to be immersed in prison, 
De Freyne estate arose entirely from the Phe Chief secretary ought to have 
people. It was the result of the dissatis- known that if there was one thing 
faction they had felt for many years, wanting to make the Nationalist organi- 
and which had been brought to a head sation im Ireland more pepular and 
when they saw what had been done on more powerful than ever before, it was the 
the neighbouring Dillon estate. This application by him of his coercive enact- 
. ° 1° 1 
was not the first struggle on the Dillon ments. Since he had commenced these 
and De Frevne estates. In 1893 the prosceutions the organisation had made 
people were in revolt, but they were huge strides, and instead of the forty 
kept from going so far as they had done branches ot which the Chief Secretary 
at present by the hope that Ireland spoke in a light moment at Exeter there 
would soon be granted power to deal’ were now close on 2,000 branches 
with its own attairs. To-day they saw seattered throughout the country. 
no prospect of this power being granted, They protested _ In the strongest 
and thev saw that the hands of the manner in their power, not only 
Government were tied, both in regard to against the manner in which the 
Ireland and to England by what Chief Secretary had refused to deal with 
was being done in South Africa, the just and proper demands of the 
The Irish Secretary might tell them Irish people, but against the cheap and 
" - ° ‘lly cheer » oved 4 1m é “yetep 
that the Congested Districts Board | silly sheers employed by him at — 
. ° « ] Roalfaat ac t » erty of » Trig 
would do nothing for them as long as @ne Belfast =. the plc, Sh the Trish 
they were given over to agitation. The people over whom he was sent to rule. 
’ ay : i SE by aoe. 1 , 
people, however, were determined to rhough pe and hi like, ea 1 at the 
take the matter into their own hands, Poverty of the lvish people, they were 
and if they could not get a compulsory not ashamed to take from their country 
land purchase enanve thom this Pariia- sie millions of poe per —_ 
. . 1a rwera stly entitlh ay 
ment, they would put such compulsion more than they — justly entitice to pay 
cain 1 1 and to overtax those poverty-stricken 
on Lord De Freyne and others like him = nee . 
J people. The party which represented the 
as would enable them to see the reason angie, I 


; : overwhelming mass of the Irish people 
bleness of the demand put forward. ; 44 : ! 
ableness tn in this House were not ashamed of the 


In County Roseomnon there had been jeans of coming to this House to ex- 
gross, violent, and illegal interference pound their grievances and demands. 
with the right of free speech. It had ‘They did not hide from the world the 
not exactly taken the form that had subst riptions which they received. The 
occurred at Kilmaine. What occurred Chief Seeretary could read every week 
in Roscommon was that admittedly jn the Dublin papers the list of subscrip- 
legal meetings were allowed to proceed, tions from all over Ireland. But where 
and admittedly lawful resolutions were was the list of subscriptions to the Tory 
passed, but every man who had spoken party organisation! Who had heard of 
at these meetings was prosecuted be-| the huge subscription of Hooley in order 


Mr. Hauden. 
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to buy some honour at the hands of the 
party in power until it was divulged in 
the Bankruptey Court, and who had heard 
of other huge subscriptions from other 
Hooleys which had helped the Chief Secre- 
tary to his seat on the front Government 
bench ? These cheap and silly sneers 
came with a bad grace from a man who 
in his own person received from the 
public purse for his political services 
almost as much money as was required to 
run the whole Irish party. All the 
difference between them, he supposed, 
was that the Chief Secretary was a states- 
man, and that the Irish party were 
politicians ; but he remembered hearing 
in this House from one of its most elo- 
quent members a definition of a statesman 
as being a politician with a salary. And 
then there was the Lord Lieutenant, who 
received as salary far and away more 
than the Irish. Parliamentary party ever 
required, and who, for presiding at social 
functions in party-ridden Ireland, was 
paid a salary double the amount given | 
to the President of the great United 
States. He thought that if the Chief | 
Secretary desired to have any success 
whatever in Ireland he would give up not 
only his coercion policy which the Irish 
party defied, but would also have to learn 
to deal in a gentlemanly and courteous 
manner with the people who were as 
quick as any other in the world to 
estimate between a gentleman and a man 
who was not a gentleman. 

The experience of the people of Ireland 
during the last few months, and in- 
deed through all their history, had 
been that if they hoped to obtain any 
measure of reform it was not to be secured 
from any sense of justice, or from reason 
and argument put forward in this House, 
but because they would bring about in 
Ireland such a state of things as would 
make the denial of reform dangerous to 
the Empire. The lesson was being taken 
toheart. They told the Chief Secretary 
that it was not four or five Members that 
he would have to prosecute and imprison, 
but practically every man of the party. | 
The Chief Secretary knew perfectly well 
that they were not ashamed, speaking in 
the House of Commons, to say that at 
least thirty members of the party had | 
already gone to prison, and the fact 
that they had done was one | 
of the things of which they were most 
proud. Of course they might have to 
withdraw for a time from the arena 
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{of politics and pass through the com- 
/mon Police Court; but the common 
| Police Court had become a place not of 
' shame, but a shrine of reverence which 
| represented all the readiness of their 
people to suffer in the cause of Ireland. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary ought to know, from his 
connection with Ireland, that one of the 
most popular books in that country 
was known as ‘“‘Speeches from the 
Dock.” These were speeches delivered 
by men who had been convicted of 
political offences, and many of whom 
had suffered death on the scaffold, which 
had come to be regarded in Ireland as 
the scene of martyrdom. ‘The common 
Police Courts to which the right hon. 
Gentleman subjected Irish Members 
were not the common Police Courts 
with which British Members were ac- 
quainted. Thoy were specially set up 
by an exceptional Act of Parliament, 
admitted to be a Coercion Act. and 
presided over, not by the ordinary 
Magistrates, but by two men specially 
selected by the Chief Secretary himself, 
the prosecutor in the case, who were 
not resident Magistratos, but taken 
from one part of Ireland to another, 
men in the true and strict legal sense 
of the term moveable Magistrates, and 
who could be dismissed on t!.ree months’ 
notice without reason assigned. These 
men, who were absolutely dependent on 
the Government for their livelihood, 
constituted the tribunals before which 
the elected representatives of the Irish 
people were sent for trial on a charge of 
political offences. Now, the Irish mem- 
bers of Parliament did not raise any 
petty objections to being subjected to 
prosecution or imprisonment, They 
did not hold, if they violated the law of 
the land, that they should receive any 


the King’s Speech. 


| privilege because they were Members of 


this House. They did not object to be 


‘treated as any other citizens of the 


country were treated, but they did 
maintain that if they were to be sub- 
jected to prosecution, trial and imprison- 


|ment, the ordinary decencies should be 


observed, and that they had no right to 
be sent before a specially selected and 


dependent tribunal, and that the ordi- 


nary law of the land only should be 
enforced against them. They held that 
the farce of these Courts should be 
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discontinued, and that when any Chief} Amendment proposed, at end of the 
Secretary objected to an Irish Member | Question, to add the words :— 
of Parliament or, indeed, any Irishman ** But we humbly represent to Your Majesty, 
having his liberty, he should have done thag the refusal of Your Majesty’s Govern- 
with this farce, and send a policeman ment to hold out any hope to the people of 
with a warrant telling him “ We want | Treland of a settlement of the Irish Land 
4d : ; » | Question by a comprehensive measure of 
your presence in prison for some time. compulsory sale of the landlord’s int+rest to 
It would be far more decent, and they | the oceupying tenants, and by the re-organi- 


would have less right to complain if he | sation of the Congested Districts Board with 
did that larger resources and with compulsory powers 
tie ; . | of acquiring land, has given rise to wide-spread 

It was often wondered in this | yin. rover and agitation in Ire‘and : that the 
country why the people of Ireland did Government of Ireland, instead ot applying 
not respect the law. It was easy to itself to the removal of the grievances under 
understand this. because Englishmen which the people suffer and so abating the 
taser erage Ss ; “| causes of reasonable discontent and agitation, 

had free institutions, and the people | have after a period of nine yearsand at a time 
here made the laws, which were admin- | when Ireland is absolutely free from agrarian 
istered fairly In Ireland they com- | Crime, puta criminal statute of an exceptional 
F 3 ri ease bee description once more in operation, suppressed 
plained not only that the laws were bad, the right of free speech, dispersed legal and 
but also that they were administered ip | peaceable meetings with unprovoked and 
the worst and most partisan spirit. brutal police violence, and used Courts pre- 
VES eee me | sided over by magistrates removable at the 

One of the greatest lawyers this country pleasure of the Executive to sand to gaol 


had ever seen, the late Lord Chief without a fair triat Members of this House 
Justice, once declared— and other citizens of Ireland for no other 
offence than asserting their right to address 
“That the law in Ireland was always re- | their constituents and fellow citizens in public 
garded, and rightly regarded, by the people as | meeting assembled ; and finally to represent 
their enemy and oppressor, instead of their to Your Majesty that the Government of 
friend and protector.” Ireland is net supported by the opinion of the 
These were not the words of an Trish that the vonlition of ‘tit country demands 
agitator hut of a man who was respected the serious and immediate attention of Parlia- 
by Englishmen all over the country, and ment, with a view to the establishment of 
who reached the highest position which harmony hetween the Government and the 
PAGEL TES : : . great majority of the people.”—(Vr. John 
it was within the power of a member of‘, jmond,) 
the proscribed faith to reach. The law 
was looked upon in Ireland as _ repre- 
senting the people who rack-rented and 
overtaxed them, and they were justified 
in asking now whether this kind of 
Government was going to go on for (6.20) Coroner SAUNDERSON 
another hundred years. If it did Ireland (Armagh, N.) said the hon. Member for 
would continue to be a thorn in their) Waterford concluded his speech by an 
side, the people would remain discon-| apology on its length. Well, he must 
tented and would take advantage of compliment him on its brevity. If the 
every opportunity to wring from this! House considered the Amendment it 
country that which had been denied | would see that the whole Irish question 
them so long. The Chief Secretary now was served up in onedish- The Amend- 
said “Never” to the demand of the ment was dividde into five heads, and if 
people, but that demand would be realised | these various questions received that 
when the people made up their minds to! amount of eloquent attention they had 
have it, and the same Chief Secretary received in former years, he ven- 
would probably before long stand up in| tured to say that the Amendment 
this House and introduce the compulsory | would last three or four months instead 
measure to which he now says “ Never.” of two days. According to the hon. 
They could not govern Ireland according | Gentleman the condition, of Ireland 
to British ideas without constantly im-| was so serious that all the questions 
prisoning the elected representatives of dealt with in the Amendment must 
the people. If the people insisted upon | be taken up by the Government. As far 
it they would finally obtain the right to; as he was aware the only person in the 
rule in their own land. He begged leave | House sitting above the ga nw Tb 
to second the Amendment. | wss affected by that idea was the Leader 


Mr. Hayden. 


Question proposed ‘“ That those words 


be chere added.” 
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of the Opposition, who appeared to sit| imaginary measure which most sane 
with his mouth open ready to be fed by | people, at any rate, believed would 
anything which hon. Gentlemen below the | never be carried by any Government. 
gangway condescended to give him. And 

what did he say? He asked hon. Gentle-| An Hon. MemBer: What about East 
men to listen to his words :— | Down? 


“ The state of Ireland appears to be serious in | 

the speree ~~ a cig" sage of een CotoneL SAUNDERSON : Well, the 
evident ay ng : n | 

Seisieatae thing Pvisk ‘Vasdeas phew a Member for East Down could not ewerid 
succeeded.” |the measure. If the man you supprt is 

He did not wonder that the right | returned I hope he will sit on the 
hon. Gentleman looked upon this as a} benches opposite. Continuing, the hon. 
most undesirable thing. It had had | Member said if the Bill which the 
fatal effects for himself and his party. | Government were bound to bring in 
But after all his experience of this un-| 42d bound to carry was a fair Bill 
desirable thing, after his knowledge of the | and gave fair play to both sides, 
attitude taken by hon. Gentlemen from | it would have his support. He must say 
Ireland, who, under Home Rule, would | that he regretted extremely the absence 
rule and guide the destinies of that | of the Member for South Tyrone. He 
country, with all the knowledge which | regretted his absence because he had 
was patent to everyone, and which hon. bree a leading part in forwarding in 
Gentlemen never denied, he seized the|the House of Commons and in the 
opportunity of nailing the Home Rule|country a compulsory measure. He 
flag to the mast that wobbled over the | found no fault with the hon. Member 
shaky ship. He wished him joy of the | for taking up the principle of compulsory 
operation. | purchase ; he had as much right to hold 

The House need not alarm itself |that view as he (C lonel Saunder- 
about the Amendment. There was|son) to hold the other. But he 
nothing new in it. It was the old, old | objected to the way in which the hon. 
story told in the old, old eloquent way. | Member had argued—he objected very 
There was the land question, was it strongly to the line he had taken. He 
possible to conceive Ireland without a|did not know which hon. Member 
land question? He ventured to pro- |upon the Irish benches had converted 
phecy that in the days of their children | him. Some of them must have got at 
and grandchildren the Irish question | him, because he had openly stated that 
would remain. There would be Irish-| he had made the discovery that it was 
men who desired to get land they did| not the hon. Gentlemen opposite all 
not possess—hence, there would be the| along who were to blame, but the 
land question. He never knew an Irish | landlords. He (Col. Saunderson) did 
Department that some Irishmen did | not like those sudden conversions. In 
not desire to do away with. It had one of his speeches he said if the 
been pointed out that certain Irish |Government did not bring in a Com- 
Members were in gaol and that others | pulsory Bill, they would make the 
were going to gaol. ‘There was nothing | situation in Ulster impossible. What 
new in that. The first part of the did that mean? He did not understand 
Amendment dealt with compulsory pur- | how they could make the situation impos- 
purchase. During the last Election he | sible for the Government of the country 
spoke on the subject and made an open | orany other country without in some way 
stand against it and he was returned— | or other coming to loggerheads with the 
he was happy to say bya discriminating | law. Why did hon. Members opposite 
constituency—by a very large majority. | wish to turn out the landlords? It was 
With regard to compulsory purchase, at | not because they were worse landlords 
the moment he considered the wind was| than those of other countries. The 
taken out of the sails of hon. Members| hon. Members opposite were perfectly 
opposite by the promised Bill of the! above-board. They said all over the 
Government. He could not conceive country that they looked upon the land- 
how it wou'd be possible to arouse in| lords as the chief prop of British rule, 
Ireland any great enthusiasm for an/ and that if they kicked out the land- 
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lords they would kick out the British. 
He did not intend to deal with com- 
pulsory sale, because he regarded it as 
outside the horizon of practical polities, 
He did not believe it would ever come in 
their time: if it came in their children’s 
time, let them deal with it. 

But what was the Government blamed 
for doing? It was blamed for tackling 
the United Irish League. The hon. 
Member for Waterforn declared that 
Ireland was the most crimeless, the 
most peaceful country on the face of the 
earth. If the Government wanted a 
character for the legislation of past years 
it could not get a better character than 
the hon. Member for Waterford had 
given. The hon. Gentlemen said there 
was a great deal more crime in England, 
Scotland, and Wales. Well, he should 
advise England, Scotland, and Wales to 
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increase the number of police. What 
was the object of the League? It was 


nothing new. In a speech in Yorkshire, 
the hon. Member for Waterford delared 
that the programme of the Land 
League of 1879 was the programme 
of the United League to-day. It was 
the old Land League over again, and 
there was no deception about it. He 
supposed the Government knew as well as 
he did that this organisation was simply 
the Land League re-baptized—the same 
leaders, the same machinery, the same 
objects, with the same political ends. 
The hon. Member for Waterford, speaking 
at Cork—probably after lunch—made 
it clear that behind the agrarian move- 
ment in Ireland was a national move- 
ment. Had the United Irish League 
succeeded ?, He was happy to say that 
he believed it had not. Except in certain 
parts of Connaught it had not gone down. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: No, it 


has gone up. 


CoLtone, SAUNDERSON: Why had 
It not gone down? He believed that 
there was a barrier which hon. Gentle- 


men opposite would find it very hard 


to remove, That barrier was the ad- 
vancing prosperity of Ireland. He had 
anxiously waited to hear the hon. 


Member say something in his speech about 
the material condition of Ireland, but hon. 
Members opposite were always dumb on 
that subject. Of course the population of 
Ireland had decreased, but he did not 


Colonel Saunderson. 
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think it would be a richer country if it 
|were a congested district. They were 
'told that the Irish people were hunted 
out of their country by the iniquitous 
Government, but in fact Irishmen went 
out of Ireland because the means of going 
were cheap and the facilities great. He 
' believed that Irishmen reasoned with the 
intelligence belonging to the race. They 
said to themselves that theirs was a poor 
country, it had no great industries, and 
there was no outlet for their manhood. 
They were well treated wherever they 
went—except in the Transvaal—and so 
they went to countries where they found 
scope for their ability and muscle. ‘That 
was not hunting them out of their own 
country, but simply giving them facilities 
of locomotion. Twenty years ago, he 
found that in the Joint Stock Banks in 
'Ireland— hon. Members derided Joint 
Stock Banks, but probably they did not 
bank with them-——there was £29,700,000. 
| To-day, after twenty years of misgovern- 
ment. tyranny, and unutterable misery, 
the amount had gone up to £45,280,000. 
One thing he would say, and that was, 
upon his honour he did not believe it was 
the landlords’ money which had _ swollen 
that total. Then the money in the Savings 
Banks in Ireland in the 20 years had in- 
creased from £3,500,000 to £10,086,000. 
The trouble was that the Nationalist 
cause in Ireland did not thrive in peaceful 
waters, because it required certain tur- 
bidity to enable a Nationalist to do as he 

| liked and to float on froth. Therefore it 
had been decided to start again the good 
old plan of campaign. The Member for 
Waterford, on January Ist, indicated that 
in a speech, in which he also said that if 
no Bill were passed during the present 
session, one would be passed in 1903, and 
inthe meantime they could protect their 
people—that they were strong enough 
and rich enough to take care of the 
people in the meantime. He wondered 
if the people believed that. They had 
been told the same thing under the Plan 
of Campaign, but somehow the money- 
box sprung a leak or something else 
happened. That had been declared by 
the father of the Plan of Campaign, oF 
at any rate one of the parents. He 
noticed that on a_ recent occasion, 
the Member for East Mayo had been 
heckled at one of his meetings in the 
West of Ireland. He told the tenants to 
exert themselves. ‘‘ And so they do, was 
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‘and they have 
They have 


925 


the reply of a tenant, 
found it hardto get a living. 


been sadly betrayed, and sadly  dis- 
appointed.” That was true. Would not 
the Member for East Mayo hesitate to 


again advocate the Plan of Campaign ? He 
took the deepest interest in the fate of 
those Boer families in South Africa who 
were fed and protected at the expense of 
the British Crown. But had he no merey 
for those men who, at his command, 
yacated their farms and since then had 
been starving? Was he going to repeat 
the Plan of C ampaign on the De Freyne 


Estate? If so, he would find it a 
lamentable memory for him. This 
Was a movement not to obtain fair 


play for the tenants, but to turn the 


british Government out of Ireland. The | 
unhappy tenants under notice to quit | 
now numbered 380, which meant that 
2,000 souls were suffering, and 
there were more to follow. There 
would be poor people leaving their 


farms which they 
and they would be turned out into the 
roads to starve like beggars and compelled | > 
to live in huts, in order that the hon. 
Members and his friends might come to | 
the House of Commons to agitate further 
acause Which was as hopeless as it was 
absurd. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) : 


the collection. 


CoLONEL SAUNDERSON said that he 
would refer to the collection. Every 
branch of the United Irish League had 
promised to subseribe £1 towards the 
Plan of Campaign. He could not say 
whether the money was to go to the 
agitator or the victim. He had _ this 
announcement to make—that Lord De 
Freyne and other'landlords who were to 
be “ campaigned ” would not fight alone. 
Many Irishmen and Englishmen would 
stand by him in the interest of law and 
order and of the prosperity of Ireland. 

He now came to the question of how 
this League had been dealt with by the 
Government. For a long time they did 


What price 


nothing, although it must have been 
known to them that it had been 


declared that the agitation was to be the 
old Land League over again—that was 
the old Land League minus 
murder. In the County of Sligo a man 
tamed Graham, who had acted on a 
that convicted a person for in- 
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would lose for ever, , 
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| timidation, was boycotted, and he could 
| get noservants to work for him, no shop- 
keeper to supply his wants, no blacksmith 
to shoe his horses ; he found himself “let 
severely alone.” The hon. Member for 
Waterford had toldthemthat lreland was 
without crime ; but the country in which 
subjects of the Crown were so treated 
was guilty of the greatest crime. The 
Government had been waiting for such 
crimes with contemptuous conternplation, 
but he wondered how the Chief Secretary 
would feel if he were treated as Mr. 
Graham had been. He hoped that in the 
speech he would make that night the 
right hon. Gentleman would state the 
reasons why the Government did not 
take action sooner, and what action they 


intended to take in the future. Hon. 
'gentlemen from Ireland were in the 


habit of using threats. He should like to 
ask the hon. and learned member for 
| Waterford what he meant by saying that 
he intended to make the situation in Ire- 
| land “ dangerous.” Was it to be dan- 
| gerous tothe tenants who did not pay ? 
Was it to be dangerous to the landlords 
who refused to cave in? Was it to be 
dangerous to His Majesty’s Government ? 
| He could not think for a moment that 
| the hon. and learned gentleman believed 
that any threat he or any of his friends 
' made would influence that Assembly. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: No, but I 
know from experience the kind of 
agitation or movement in Ireland which 
compels reform. 

CoLoneL SAUNDERSON said that 
was not an answer to his question. Who 
was to suffer inthis compelling of reform 


by dangerous agitation? Who was to 
die, who was to be maimed; what was 


the meaning of ‘‘ dangerous”? The hon. 
and learned gentleman threatened this 
country with unknown disasters from 
those millions of Irishmen beyond the 
He did not fear anything of the 
But he noticed the other day that 
the hon. and learned gentleman, at a 
meeting of the League in Dublin con- 
cerned with the funds of the League, 
spoke of from 15 to 20 millions of Irish- 
men in America. and of the fact that, 
while £7,000 had been subscribed in Ire- 
land and £2,000 in England, only £530 
had come from the United States and the 


seas. 


kind. 
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rest of the world. Taking the hon. and 
learned member’s own figures, and 


allotting the whole of the £530 to 
American, he found that it required 350 
Irish-American patriots to subscribe one 
farthing a head. That being so, there 
was not much danger to be anticipated 


from the United States. At any 
rate he thought the House would see 
that the Government had ‘to deal, 


and he hoped it would deal firmly, justly, 
and courageously, with | movement 
furthered for disloyal. bjects, and ear: ied 
on by tyrannie:] and criminal means. All 
he could say was that, if they proceeded 
firmly and justly in administering the 
law, in two or three years to come the 
same story might be told by 


National st Member in the House—that | 


there was perfect peace in Ireland. 


(7.18.) Mr. TOMPKINSON (Cheshire, 


Crewe) r ferred tothe experience which | 


had been gained by the w rking of the 
Land Accounts in Ireland, and to the 
criticism passed upon the measures by 


the Conservative party when they were | 


brought forward by the Liberal Govern- 
ment. He remembered well what was 
said in regard to the call which the land 
purchase proposal would make on the 
purse of the English taxpayers. He 
remembered distinctly how his oppo- 


nents in the contest which took place | 


in his constituency depicted that 
£150,000,000, paid by English tax- 
payers would go into the pockets of 
the Irish landlords. That proposal 
and the Home Rule Bill were rejectod, 
and a Conservative 
into power. What happened? First 
of all they had a Coercion Act and a 
Land Purchase Bill was afterwards 
introduced. In the course 
debates on that Bill his right hon. 
friend the Member for the Montrose 
burghs pointed out in prophetic language 
the position in which they were to-day. 
The right hon. Gentleman stated that if 
they gave such favourable terms as would 
place tenants of rich landlords who 
availed themselves of the Act ina position 
in which they would make the annual pay- 
ment of their existing rents, while at the 
same time purchasing their farms, and in 
a certain number of years becoming pro- 


prietors, there would be side by side with | 


that class the tenants of poor landlords 
who could not afford to accept those terms. 


Colonel Saunderson. 
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| He further pointed out at the time the 
| Bill was before the House the state of 
| things with which they were confronted 
| that night. The hon. Member confessed 
| that he had the greatest sympathy with 
| the poorlandlords. He thought they had 
| been by no means generously treated by 
‘their friends of the Conservative side 
of the House. As the right hon. Mem- 
ber for North Armagh said, they had 
garrisoned Ireland, and they had over 
and over again been more or _ less 
deserted. Mr. Gladstone proposed to 
| give twenty years purchase of the then 
| judicial rents, and since that time the 
| landlords’ friends opposite had twice re- 

duced the rents, and the number of years 
| purchase now quoted was sixteen. There- 
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| fore if compulsory land purchase did not 
he would and 


| come, support urge a 
| generous measure in which the British 


| taxpayer would contribute to the neces- 
sities of the poor Irish landlords. The 
right hon. and gallant Member for North 
Armagh had spoken of the perpetual 


land question. Those who had visited 
Ireland knew what some of the 
estate were. There were bogs in- 


|habited by hundreds of small tenants 
on land reclaimed by themselves, 
and on which the houses had been bullt 
by themselves. There was no wonder 
that under such conditions they were dis- 
| satisfied to see the land taken by rich 
/tenants. It was all very well to quote 
| the statistics of savings banks to show the 
| increase of wealth. He hoped there was 
| some increase of wealth, otherwise what 
| would have been the results of the dimin- 
ished rents? The population of Ireland 
was formerly 9,000,000, and now it was 
4,500,000. He did not care how much 


the grazing lands had improved. He 
thought of the men and women. He 


/regretted that the Chief Secretary had 
| plunged again into the dreary round of 
‘coercion. It never succeeded. He had 
no doubt that with his brilliant eloquence 
the right hon. Gentleman would give the 
best reasons that could possibly be adduced 
for it. It was because he believed the 
land question had now been brought to an 
impasse in which it must be undertaken, 
that he sincerely regretted the policy of 
coercion, and that he would support the 
| Amendment. 


(7.28.) Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (An- 
'trim, N,): said there was no more popular 
‘ery among the party which the hon. and 
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learned Member for Waterford represented | 
than that of complete irreconcilability 
with this country. He supposed there 
yas no part of Ireland where that cry 
was more intensely popular than in Con- | 
naught, where this difficulty had arisen. 
Yet hon. Members from Ireland who 
supported that cry now asked that the 
Congested Districts Board should be en- 
dowed with more English gold and more 
powers from this House in order that | 
they might continue their good work. 
What they complained of in other parts of 
Ireland was that whether or not it was 
in consequence of this irreconcilability, 
the English gold which this House gener- 
ously placed at the disposal of Ireland 
vas always distributed in the agitated 
districts. So far as he was concerned 
he would continue to press that whether 
the funds came from the Irish Church 
surplus or not they should be equally 
distributed. Feeling in regard to the 
Irish land question was running  par- 
ticularly strong in the north of Ireland. 
Every one on both sides of the House 
who knew anything about Irish land 
was agreed that they couid only find 
the solution of the land problem by 
the abolition of dual ownership, by the 
process of converting the occupying 
tenant into the occupying owner, 
vhether by compulsory sale or by other 
methods. What they wanted in the 
north of Ireland was universal sale, anc 
compulsory sale seemed to them the only 
vay because up till now the successfu 
eration of the voluntary Acts had been 
only partial. When they found that 
wervthing in regard to this land legis- 
ition had been done by piecemeal, that 
wery five years in Ireland they had a 
tew Land Act or a Land Purchase Act 
vhich carried them only a little way 
qurther, it was no wonder that people 
qt sick of waiting and asked that the 
Yuwickest and most logical way of solving 
he problem should be taken. If the 
sition of the Land Courts and the 
Jind tenants were compared, it would be 
ten what he meant. In 1881 the or- 
linary tenant was admitted to the Land | 
vollrts, six years afterwards leaseholders 
qrhose term ran to 99 years were taken 
and five years after that ordinary 
cae were admitted. The same | 
3 

Fling was working in regard to land | 
Muurchase. The Act of 1889 rauelied toone | 














Hs 
ali 
| 






{23 January 1902} 








class, to the eh estates whose owners 

| ordinarily lived in Engiand. The Act 
'of 1891 only applied to those landlords 
| whose estates were practically bankrupt. 
|The voluntary system was a dead letter 
‘as regarded landlords who were not 
under financial pressure, and it should 
be the object of this House to get at 
these people. 

In regard to the prophetic *‘ never,” 
he could understand that if a revo- 
lutionary proposal were made it would 
be very easy for a statesman to say 
“never ’’; but when they had brought 
each class in Ireland step by step in the 
direction of enforced sale, he could not 
believe in the sincerity of the “never.” 
At the same time if it was to be 
“never” the success of that ‘‘never” 
would depend upon the Colonial Secre- 
tary himself; and if the right hon. 
Gentleman, as he professed, was able to 
givethem a Bill on voluntary lines which 
would work the same result, his own 

‘never ‘‘ would come true for there would 
be no necessity for compulsory methods, 
and the country would be equally satis- 
fied. He had done his best to ascertain 
the feeling of his constituents, and their 
opinion was that the Bill to be introduced 
by the Colonial Secretary, though on 
voluntary lines, might constitute a system 
to be agreed on by all those who were 
bona fide interested in the question. But 
at the same time, the Colonial Secretary 
would have to remember that if he was 
to forego the weapon of compulsion he 
would have to supply its place by strong 
inducements. It had been said the in- 
ducements would be landlord’s bribes, 
but he could not see why the tenants of 
Ireland should not agree to landlord’s 
bribes so long as they did not come out of 
their pockets. If this Bill was to come 
up to the expectation of the Colonial 
Secretary he thought it would be a most 
magnificent Biil. Their farmers were 
feeling the pressure of the times. It was 
not so much that prices had gone 
down, because if they had gone down for 
some things they had gone up for others, 
but it was due to the increase of farmers’ 
expenses. From 1890 to 1900 a quarter 
of a million of acres had gone out of til- 
lage and gone to grass, and the only 
reason for that was that the labourers’ 
_wages had run up and the burden of 
local rates had increased. [An Hon. 
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MemBer: That is your Local Govern- 
ment Act.} He was not speaking of 
the rights or the wrongs of the sub- 
ject, but of the facts. The Irish ten- 
ant-owner in Ulster wanted to be able 
to sell his farm at the best price he 
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could get; but at present he was 
sorry to say, the right of pre-emp- 
tion was exercised by landlords in 


respects of holdings which they did not 
wish to acquire and work themselves. 
A landlord had a better right than any 
outsider to come in when he wanted to 
farm the land himself, but he did not 
think that he had any right to use this 
right of pre-emption and then charge the 
future tenant a higher rent. If there 
was to be new legislation, either power 
should be given to resume the Ulster 


custom, or some limitation should be! 


placed on the rightfof pre-emption. He 
thought that would meet the difficulties 
of the case, and he saw no reasonable 
objection to it. For his own part, in 
conformity “with his pledges to his 
constituents, he would do his best to 
earry through the proposed measure, 
and he trusted that hon. Members for 
other parts of Ireland would see their 
way to take the same course. 


*(7.58). Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.) 
said that the constituency which he had 
the honour to represent in this House 
was one of the most coercion-ridden 
districts in Ireland; and he felt it his 
duty, in the name of his constituents, to 
enter his indignant protest against the 
manner in which these poor people were 
trodden down by the Dublin Castle 
authorities. What he complained of 
most bitterly was the wanton suppres- 
sion of the rights of free speech and 
public meeting. He complained and 
bitterly complained of the quartering of 
extra police in his constituency, whose 
chief business was to terrorise the peeple. 
He also complained bitterly of the erec- 
tion in a peaceable district of a number 
of unnecessary police huts, which, 
indeed, might be designated block-houses. 
He also complained of the prosecution of 
hon. Members of this House, and he did 
so because his constituency had been the 
theatre of some of the coercion courts by 
which his hon. friends had been gsen- 
tenced by removable magistrates. 


Mr, William Moore. 


{COMMONS} 
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He would like to give a few instances 
| with regard to the suppression of free 
speech. Onthe 13th of January, 1901, at 
Achonry, County Sligo, an admittedly 
peaceable district, the farmers of the 
locality in their wisdom thought it pru- 
dent to meet together after divine 
service for the purpose of establishing a 
branch of their organisation, which in 
Irelend held the field. He referred to 
the United Irish League. What was the 
result? Fifty police were drafted in 
from outlying districts at great cost to 
the ratepayers, and the people were 
hustled about and were threatened with 
batons and bayonets, although the police 
knew very well that the object of the 
meeting was not for purposes of intimi- 
dation, but to establish a branch of the 
United Irish League. But for the good 
sense of the people themselves on that 
occasion, who acted on the advice ten- 
dered to them by their leaders, a river of 
blood would have marked the scene of 
the dispersal of that meeting. He would 
cite another instance. Ballymote, in the 
same county, was the most peaceable 
town in Ireland, and the district sur- 
rounding it was not annoyed by any 
agrarian case whatever. There was no 
case of land-grabbing in the neigh bour- 
hood, and there was nothing to call for 
the undue interference of the police 
authorities. On the 17th of June last 
an athletic meeting was held at Bally- 
mote, which was naturally attended by 
the people of the district. A band from 
a neighbouring town came to enliven the 
proceedings, and asthe band was leaying 
for home the people assembled to give 
them a send off cheer and one gentleman 
thanked them for attending. A riot, 
deliberately created by the police authori- 


ties, followed. The policemen went 
among the crowd, which had _ not 
assembled for any political purpose 


whatever, the people were set upon and 
hustled about and two respectable young 
men, who were not connected with any 
politica] organisation, were arrested and 
were brought before Captain Crean, the 
removable magistrate, at twelve o'clock 
at night and were sentenced to three 
months imprisonment in default of 
giving bail. He gavethose few instances 
to the House in order to show the 
system of terrorism carried on in the 
| West of Ireland in the name of law 
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and order. During the recess public 
meetings had been held throughout the 
West of Ireland for the purpose of 
furthering the interests of the organisa- 
tion of the people, which would remain 
the organisation of the people until 
landlordism and English misgovernment 
in Ireland were abolished. One meeting 
was arranged to be held at Moylough, 
and was duly announced by placard. 
On the evening previous to the meeting 
the police served the promoters with 
a copy of the Castle proclamation pro- 
claiming it. The meeting was _ held 
nevertheless and was attended by the 
local clergy, and though proclaimed 
was not suppressed. Indeed, instead of 
one meeting ten meetings were held. 

He might remark with reference to 
these proclaimed meetings that the 
Chief Secretary was one of the ablest 
recruiting sergeants of the United Irish 
League in Ireland, for his action in 
endeavouring to suppress peaceable 
meetings had done more to set the 
heather on fire and to bring recruits 
to the national organisation than any 
action that could have been taken by the 
Irish Party. He could give numberless 
instances where the right of free speech 
had been interfered with, but it now 
seemed that the Chief Secretary, seeing 
that proclamations were useless and 
that he was made the laughing-stock 
of the world, had changed his tactics 
and had resorted to the methods of 
the coercion courts. In hisconstituency, 
which was perfectly peaceful, seven 
blockhouses had been erected for the 
protection of one individual, who had 
earned for himself the name of the Mad 
Mullah of South Sligo landlords, a man 
who cared very little about the Chief 
Secretary or about the Government, 
and whose proud boast was that he 
would seize every ranch he could find 
inthe country. That was the gentleman 
for whom the Government had erected 
seven blockhouses and one canteen, 
which was a fruitful source of im- 
morality and scandal in the locality, 
and also a smithy. That man was an 
extensive landlord himself, he had also 
a large home farm; but not satisfied 
with that he seized an accommodation 
grazing farm situated in the centre of 
a congested district, which had been 
used for twenty-five years by the tenants 
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surrounding it, whose little patches of 
land would not enable them to other- 
wise keep a cow. That man deprived 
the people of the accommodation farm, 
and the result was they had to sell their 
cattle at a ruinous loss. What were 
his antecedents? Some years ago he 
established what was known in Ireland 
as a “Bird's Nest,” a proselytising 
institution for the purpose of teaching 
boys and girls a religion which their 
parents did not intend them to have, 
and he had been a constant source 
of annoyance to every Govern- 
ment, Liberal and Tory, for twenty 
years. He had been boycotted on two 
occasions previously, and was now 
having his third term of it. One on 
occasion he was protected, not only 
by the police, but also by soldiers, and 
he then acted as his own jarvey. with 
the result that he netted a considerable 
sum of money from the Government. 
It might be thought that he had some 
personal animosity against that man, 
but he had not, and was indeed instru- 
mental in saving the lives of his wife 
and children at the risk of his own 
life on a certain occasion when their 
horse ran away. He maintained it 
was scandalous to encourage a gentleman 
of that type by affording him protection 
which he did not require. The block- 
houses which had been erected were 
all for that man’s benefit, but no 
number of blockhouses would be able 
to stamp out the spirit of undying 
Nationality which existed in the breasts 
of the Irish people. They were no mid- 
night marauders; they were no cattle- 
houghers. One of the principal 
planks of their platform was that the 
man who committed a crime gave 
strength to the enemy. That was a 
lesson which had been taken to heart 
by the organisation, and which would 
not be forgotten. But it was an absolute 
waste of public money to erect those 
blockhouses and the canteen, or perhaps 
he should eall it a shebeen, for the 
protection of a gentleman against whom 
not a man would lift a finger. He him- 
self had seen that gentleman driving 
five miles away from a police barracks 
at ten o'clock at night, and no one 
thought of tonching him. But all the 
blockhouses that could ever be erected 
by Dublin Castle could not prevent him 
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from being boycotted until he had | 
surrendered the farm he had grabbed. | 


{ 
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blockhouse system had failed in Ireland 
as it had failed in South Africa. It 


He wished to refer to the drafting of | could not damp the spirit of the people, 


great bodies of police, at great expense 
to the ratepayers, from one side of 
the country to the other, for the 
purpose of suppressing imaginary meet- | 
ings. On the occasion of the release from 
prison of his hon. friend the Member 
for North Leitrim, fifty police were | 
drafted from Fermanagh into Sligo. 
There was not a man in Sligo, the 
Conservatives included, who was not 
prepared to give his hon. friend a hearty 
welcome. Why, therefore, should the 
Government have drafted fifty police* 
into Sligo for the purpose of preserving 
the peace? Two days afterwards eighty 
police were brought from East Galway 
to Rooskey at the cost of £1 per head. 
But like the King of France, they only 
marched up the hill and down again, 
because there was no meeting. Why did 
the Government draft fifty police from 
Fermanagh on one day and send them 
back again, and two days afterwards draft 
eighty police from Galway. Their only 
object was to terrorise the people and 
increase taxation in order that the 
people might lose faith in the organisa- 
tion. It was no wonder that dissatisfac- 
tion existed on estates in the west of 
Ireland, because on one estate, with the 
sanction of the Chief Secretary, the 
tenants had been converted into peasant 
proprietors and also had received a 
reduction of 6s. 8d. in the pound, 
whereas on the adjoining estates the. 
unfortunate tenants remained in the 
condition of serfs and would remain 
in that condition until compulsory 
purchase had been adopted. It was 
exactly as if a horse were put into a 
park of clover with other hungry horses 
outside the fence. Would it not be 
natural that they should try to break 


and the cause would go on until it was 
successful. He had great pleasure in 


| supporting the Amendment. (8.15.) 


*(8.47.) Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Long. 
ford, N.) said the speech of the right 
hon. and gallant Gentleman the Member 


| for North Armagh, the recognised leader 


of the landlord party, was singularly 
ungracious in parts. The zeal to prove 
the case against the Nationalist Members 
overleapt itself and it proved simply to 
the House, and certainly to the satis. 
faction of the Nationalists, that the right 
hon. and gallant Gentleman was one of 
the same old Tory gang who had so 
long monopolised the attention of Parlia- 
ment, and whose raison d’étre in this 
House had been all the time to fight for 
their own hand. The right hon. and 
gallant Gentleman made use of a 
number of extracts to prove how vile 
this new organisation was. The only 
fault which the United Irish League 
possessed was that it was steadily driving 
the landlord garrison out of Ireland, and 
it was for that reason it excited the ire 
of the right hon. and gallant Member 
for North Armagh. The Amendment 
before the House might be divided 
into four parts. The first part of the 
Amendment dealt with the great question 


_of the compulsory sale of land in Ireland. 


It could not be anything in the nature 
of a surprise to the Government that at 
this period of time the Irish members 
should make some stand in this House to 
push forward this question. The action 
of the Government from time to 
time in tinkering with the land 
question by pressing paltry measures 


for voluntary purchase, and for 
idealing with the reduction of rents | 
had but whetted the tenants appetites | 


down the fence and have a share of the | 
clover ? Why should not the tenants in | 
the outlying estates battle for rights | 
which had been already conceded by the | 
Government ? A great pillar of the con- | 


stitution of Ireland, Judge O‘Connor | 
| on this struggle until they reached a final § 
‘conclusion. The right hon. Gentleman J 


Morris, in opening the Roscommon 
sessionsa few weeks ago, stated that the 
tenantry on the De Freyne estate had a 
moral grievance and he seemed to throw 


the whole blam on the Chief Secretary.}an estate on which what he was) 





for the concluding struggle. _ The q 
speech the Chief Secretary delivered § 


in Belfast was about the one thing 
needed to convince them of the necessity 


aan ess ets 


of showing their determination to carry § 


said the Government would never under § 


any circumstances consent to deal with : 


In conclusion, he would say that the| pleased to call intimidatory practices : 


Mr. O'Dowd. 
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prevailed. But he evidently forgot that | 


the area which formed the present | 
theatre of conflict embraced the cele- 
brated Dillon estate, on which there had 
been for many a long day a standing 
contest between landlord and tenant. It 
was in consequence of that struggle that 
the right hon. Gentleman’s predecessor, 
as president of the Congested Districts 
Board, purchased the Dillon Estate, and 
therefore was the man who was instru- 
mental in setting up the anomalous 
condition of thingsin County Roscommon, 
namely that on one estate where a'| 
fight had been made, the tenants were 
in the enjoyment of their farms at a 
reduction of 6s. 8d. per £1, while their 
neighbours were not enjoying similar 
benefits. He did not wonder that such 
a state of things had excited the anger 
of the surrounding tenants. 

Apart from the question of agitation and 
disturbance in particular localities, there 
was a cogent reason why they should 
agitate as strongly as they could for the 
immediate passage of a compulsory Land 
Purchase Bill, and that was the conduct 
of the Commission entrusted with the 
carrying out of the existing Acts. The 
delays and the manner in which tenants 
were treated under the present procedure 
must have convinced those who had 
given any consideration to the question 
that the voluntary system was only 
putting a huge tax in the shape of law 
costs and prolonged litigation upon the 
Irish people. Surely the right hon. 
Gentleman and his colleagues ought to 
see the necessity for dealing on broad 
and comprehensive lines with this vexed 
land question. He had an Amendment. 
on the Paper dealing with the conduct 
of the Land Commission in Longford, 
but perhaps it would be better to take 
the present opportunity of calling the 
attention of the right hon. Gentleman to 
the way in which the business of this | 
big State Department was done. 
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discussing the Amendment he had placed 
on the paper. From the manner in 
which foreign competition was steadily 
driving down the value of their produce, 
it was almost impossible for the tenants 
to pay even the judicial rents. He con- 
curred with the hon. and learned Member 
for Waterford, that the hopes and expec- 
tation- of Irish farmers had time and again 
been dashed to the ground by promises to 
deal with the question of compulsory land 
purchase and to give some settlement 
which would at least be an improvement 
on the existing state of things. He shared 
the prognostications of his hon. and learned 
friend that there was very faint hope of 
the promise in the King’s Speech bing ful- 
filled on the present occasion. The right 
hon. and gallant Member for North 
Armagh, whose business it was to buttress 
up and protect the interests of landlordism, 
sneered at the efforts of the Irish Members 
to force this question to the front. For 
almost 80 years the interests of the tenant 
farmers were in the hands of landlord 
representatives in this House, and during 
that period those interests were entirely 
neglected. It was not until the people 
organised for the protection of their own in- 
terests that the Imperial Parliament, about 
whose world-wide doings we heard so 
much, took the first step in the settlement 
of the land question, by passing the Land 
Act of 1881. The Land Act of 1881 no 
doubt conferred considerable benefit on 
the tenant farmers of Ireland ; but 20 
years had elapsed since then, and it was a 
well-known fact that the produce of foreign 
countries competed very much more 
strongly with Irish produce now than 20 
years ago. Therefore rents which were 
fair in 1881 were excessively unfair now. 


the King’s Specch. 


Unless they were to assent to the 
confiscation of the property of those 
they represented, or to consent to 
the negative policy of allowing the in- 
terests of their constituents to be totally 
disregarded, there was no other course, 
in the interests of peace and good order 


'in Ireland, than to press for a settlement 


* Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think that | 
is in order on this Amendment. 


*Mr. J. P. FARRELL hoped that an | 
opportunity would be afforded on another | 
Occasion to ventilate the matter more) 
fully. Certainly he trusted that his | 


of this land question. The usual Coercive 
measures had now been evoked to 
oppress them, and the old promises 
had been revived by the Irish Govern- 
ment that they would give the Irish 
people such a dose of coercion as would do 
them all their lives. Lord Salisbury, in 


speaking on the present occasion would |a celebrated speech, once talked of 20 


not debar him from the opportunity of | 


years of resolute government, which was to 
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squelch the Irish agitation, 
know whether the Prime Mirister had 
repeated that speech, but he thought 
the noble Lord had had the good sense 
not to do because he had found 
out that the irish people were not going 
to be suppressed by that form of govern- 
ment, and that the agitation for a reason- 
able settlement of this question must and 
would go on, no mattor what steps the 
Government might take to prevent it. 
The land question was at the root of all 
Irish discontent. In England they had 
no land question, because they were a 
great manufacturing people, and had 
enormous sources of employment for the 
population. It was not so in Ireland. 
They were an agricultural country, de- 
pendent absolutely on the land. The Trish 
Party held thet the men who formed the 
ry should be allowed 
favourable 


He did not 


SO, 


backbone of the cou 
to live and toil under as 
conditions as could be obtained for them 
from this Parliament. The new Chief 
Secretary had resorted to the old weapon 
of coercion. Personally he was sorry that 
he had seen fit to do so, but he supposed 
the right hon. Gentlemen had sub- 
mitted to the yoke of the permanent 
ofticialism of Dublin Castle which was 
the curse of Ireland, and the curse of 
Irish Chief Secretaries, He had thrown 
himself into the hands of these bad 
advisers, and they advised him to have 
the peaceable meetings of Irish citizens 
smashed up and their people assaulted 
by the police in the vicinity of even their 
own places of worship. All this was done, 
forsooth, for the purpose of preserving 
law and order in Ireland. He thought 
the right hon. Gentleman would find that 
these were the worst advisers he had ever 
had, and that he would iive to regret he 
had taken the course of stifling public 
opinion in Ireland. Stronger men than 
he and of longer experience had tried to 
do it and failed. The weapon of coercion 
had broken in their un- 
doubtedly it would break in the hands 
of the present occupant of the office of 
Chief Secretary. 


hands, as 


idea of the 


To give the House an 
manner in which Castle rule was 


carried on in Ireland, he would re. 
eount whac was taking place in County 
Longford. County Court Judge Curran 
stated in his court the other day that 
although in October last he had been 
unable to congratulate the grand 


Mr. J. P. Farrell. 
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jurors on the state in which he 
found the county, he, the judge, was 
now very glad to find that his hopes 
had not been disappointed, because 
there were now only three cases for trial ag 
against sixteen in October. Mr. Curran 
then went on to congratulate the grand 
jury of Longford on the peaceful state of 
the county, which was absolutely crime. 
less. But how were the policemen acting 
inthat samecounty? He himself during 
the recess had been attending a number 
of political meetings in the county, and at 
every one of these meetings a force of 
from 30 to 50 policemen was present, 
some of them armed with rifles. There 
was no open or imaginary excuse which 
he could understand for the presence of 
these armed police save that they were 
there to preserve the majesty of the law, 
He intended to ask for a Return of the 
expenses of these excursions. If there 
had been any intention to commit any 
crime the gentlemen at the Castle would 
have taken proper steps to have the 
meeting proclaimed ; but in the absence 
of some such information or proclama- 
tion, it was an outrage to send to a 
peaceful meeting, lawfully convened, a 
force of from 30 to 50 armed policemen, 
It was putting a premium on disturb 
ance. Within the last week he had 
attended a meeting of his constituents in 
the parish of Edgeworthstown, in which 
there was a population of 600 families. 
There was no reference to boycotting at 
that meeting, and no necessity for it, 
and there was jnothing that he could 
understand that could lead to the extra- 
ordinary display of police activity since. 
A constituent had asked him to put a 
question to the House in regard to the 
extraordinary conduct of the police and 
the petty annoyances to which the people 
in his village were being subjected since 
that meeting. The number of police- 
men had been increased: from seven 
to eleven, and therewere eight patrols 
each day. The police visited every day the 
houses of the tenants and asked most 
impertinent questions, They asked John 
Brady, of Carn, for the production of 
his rent receipt. They had no more 
right to do that then he had to ask the 
right hon. Gentleman for his hotel bill. 
Again, two constables went into the house 
of a respectable farmer named Thomas 
Cunningham of same place, and remained 


the King’s Speeeh, 
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there upwards of half an hour without 
any business, to the great inconvenience 
of that man and his family, The 
previous Friday two policemen went into 
the house of Hugh Murray and asked 
him why he was at a United League 
Meeting on the previous Sunday. In 
fact the whole inhabitants of that town 
land were completely annoyed by these 
oflicious gentlemen. He put it to 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary whether a _ police force 
would dare to go into the house of a 
cons‘ituent of his in Dover and ask 
him to produce his rent receipt or 
whether he had been at a_ lawful 
public meeting on the previous Sunday. 
They would find that the right hon. 
Gentleman would be extremely annoyed 
and would do his best to see that the 
police did not get any stripes for effi- 


ciency. The policy of coercion was bound 
to fail. The right hon. Gentleman was 


only driving into the minds of the people 
the principle of the National League as 
an official organisation, and the more he 
attacked it the more popular and power- 
ful it would become. 


With regard to the congested districts 
he would say that there were many un- 
scheduled districts in Ireland which were 
not now, but which could be, profitably 
dealt with by the Congested Districts 
Board ; estates like the great Jessop estate, 
the tenants of which were evicted years 
ago, and the descendants of whom were yet 
living in the vicinity of the farms which 
had been left derelict for so long. In 
any Bill which the Government proposed 
to bring forward nothing would tend to 
heal sore spots in the social life of Ireland 
more than to include such estates as the 
Jessop estate in the County of Longford, 
in the operation of the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board. But if the right hon. 
Gentleman proposed in any Bill which he 
intended to introduce, to put a premium 
upon the iniquitous ‘‘ 11 months system ”’ 
which handed over huge tracts of grazing 
land to the favorites of the landlords, he 
need not trouble to bring in any such 
bill, because the representatives of 
Ireland had received a mandate from | 
their constituents to urge that no settle- | 
ment of the land question could be satis- | 
factory to the people of Ireland which | 
would perpetuate so infamous a system, 
and inflict on Ireland greater misery than 


| 
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that which she already suffered. He 
believed that the Government in the end 
would yield to the inevitable in the 
matter of the land question, but they 
would yield too la e to receive the thanks 
of the Irish people, and whether the right 
hon. Gentleman introduced a Compul- 
sory Bill or whether he dealt with the 
Irish land question this session or next, 
he might be perfectly certain that until 
the Irish land question was settled satis- 
factorily to the people there would be no 
peace or happiness for the people either 
of Ireland or this country. 


the King’s Speech. 


(9.20.) SIR JOHN COLOMB (Great 
Yarmouth) said he had listened to the 
hon. and learned Member for Waterford 
with admiration for the eloquence he had 
displayed, and the admirable manner 
with which he had marshalled the argu- 
ments in support of his contention, but 
one thing he greatly missed from all the 
speeches of the Party opposite. They 
always seemed more to address their 
speeches to Ireland than to the House, 
and seemed to forget that, if they wished 
to convince the British House of Com- 
mons, they must bring arguments to 
bear which would bring conviction to 
the minds of hon. Members who repre- 
sented English constituencies, He failed 
to find anything in the speech of the hon. 
Member for Waterford which would 
convince any hon. Gentleman who had 
to justify his vote in favour of compul- 
sory land purchase. The hon. and 
learned Gentleman had said the justifi- 
cation lay in the fact of the punctuality 
with which the payments were made 
to those who had already purchased 
their land. But that was due to 
the fact that those persons who were 
practically the owners of their land 
found they were much better off and 
paid less than their neighbours who had 
not purchased their, holdings. But sup- 
posing compulsory purchase came into 
force and the whole of Ireland was 
transferred to the tenants, subject to a 


‘rental with one landlord—the British 


Government—they would arrive at a 
position in which one tenant could not 
compare with another, all would be in an 
equally good position ; but in the mean- 
time they would know perfectly well 
that the British Government could not 
take in hand the eviction of the whole of 


2F 
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Ireland. That was the point, and if the 
hon. Gentlemen opposite wished to deal | 
with this matter in a practical way they 
would have to convince the English | 
people that there was no risk in becom- 
ing the !andlord of Ireland, at the 
expense of £150,000,000. 


was to get rid of landlordism alto 
gether! How could it be done? 
Why should the English people be 
asked to pledge their credit to give 
to a particular class in Ireland bene- 
fits which they denied to themselves? 

On the general question, he was glad 


to fin! the right hon. and gallant Me mber | 


for North Armagh had not given ex- 
pre sion to the complaints which he had 
noticed with regret had been ex- 
pressed in ome of the journals of the 
Unionist party in Ireland. He _ had 
been very doubtful himself for some 
t me as to whether the Government were 
sufficiently alert, but he rose principally 
to thank he right hon. Gentleman the 
Chef Secretary for the action the 
Government had taken in Ireland. He 
had heard it stated that no answer had 
been g ven to this scheme of compulsory 
purchase, but the people who made that 
charge had either not read the speech of 
the right hon. Gentleman or they had 
not taken a practical! view of the situa- 
tion. The right hon. Gentleman had 


explained in the most concise and com- | 
plete way the reasons for the neces- | 


sary answer of the Government on the 
question. But he went further. He 
spoke also of the effect of the policy of 


the Government in those districts where | 


disturbances had occurred, and _ he 
thought the right hon. Gentleman was 
pursuing the wisest policy. The one 
thing the Government had to do was | 
to see that the law was maintained, | 
and that those who broke the 
law were punished in the ordinary way, | 
and he trusted that the Government 
would rigidly adhere to that policy 
He could never understand why, 
if such action was pursued as was | 
deliberately pursued by an _ organi 
sation using the same methods as the | 
Land League, the Government did not | 
put the forces of the law in force, and he | 
trusted there would be no hesitation, in 
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One of the) 
objects of the hon. Gentlemen opposite | 


' defend their interests, 
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| The real difficulty in this matter 
was an economic difficulty. which wag 
not to be met by speeches in the 
House, but could only be met by plodding 
| work in the attempt to assisi the Lrish 
people to help themselves. | Everybody 
who knew the country knew perfectly 
well that the real difficulty in Ireland 
i'was to get at the truth; to get men 
to act on their own individual con- 
victions and not to follow the crowd. 
They now heard of a combination of 
the Nationalist party and those who 
claimed to represent the tenants of 
Ireland to force #n unwi ling landlord 
to -ell his land for no other reason than 
the tact that the tenants wan‘ed it. 
Such an organisation was not one to 
command the support of the House. it 
was contrary to the principle so dear to 
the English, Scotch, and Welsh, that 
there should be free liberty to act accord- 
ing to what one thought best for oneself, 
within the limits of the law, and such 
a combination would not commend itself 
to any reasonable man either in the 
Colonies or at home. While he quite 
understood such a comb na ion, it was an 
atta’ k by one interest against another, 
and the other interes!, if it knew its 
business, and did what was strictly right 
to defend itself, would conibine against 
such a combination. He was rejoiced 
to hear the announcement of his right 
hon. and gallant friend the Member for 
North Armagh that it was the deter- 
mination to combine, within the law, to 
because the land- 
lords had the remedy in their own 
hands, and if they combined we should 
hear less howling in the House for help 
for men who could help themselves. 
(9.35.) Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) 
| expressed the opinion that the Amend- 
'ment now before the House was the 
|most important that had been under 
|discussion up to the present time. 
|Nobody could consider the state of 
| Ireland without feeling that the country 
was gradually drifting into a more 


| critical condition than it had been in in 


| 


any previous time of its history. Any- 
body who had travelled through the 
country, as he had in the previous re- 
cess, could see that there was a state of 
things arising which could not be 


the particular di-trict where such thing iallowed to be neglected, and w hich 
occurred, in putting the law in motion. | would tax all the energies of serious 


Sir John Colomb. 
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statesmen. A great many books had | bear in mind to the burdens they had 
been lately written by men of Unionist | to bear, he would say no more than this 
convictions upon the Irish land question, | that that burden had been greatly 
all of which showed what discontent} increased. The second foundation of 
there was upon the part of everybody | the principle of Government was that 
upon this matter. All these books} there should be an administration of 
showed that the present system could |law of which the people approved, but 
not be allowed to exist much longer, | the majority of the Irish people did not 
and the situation appeared to be that | approve of the adminstration forced 
while the Government was accustomed | upon them—hence an organisation now 
to the discontent of the Nationalist party | had sprung up which it was no use to 
they did not seem to give satisfaction to | try to suppress, for the reason that if it 
the Unionists. All Ulster wascoming over | were suppressed in one form it would 
to the Nationalist side, and it was being rise in another. We imposed upon the 
realised that the system which the} people an unjust burden of taxation, 
Government desired to pursue was no gave them a system of Jaws which was 
longer possible. The reason of that con-| intolerable, and finally destroyed the 
viction, broadly, was that the basis of | means of existence by refusing to deal 
Government in all its aspects in Ireland} with the economic question, to which 
would be intolerable to the people. | every speaker had been obliged to refer, 
They could not blame them for express-| viz., the land question. That matter 
ing their discontent in this House,| was assuming a gravity which the 
because if it was not expressed here it Government ought to recognise. About 
would find expression in some other | 62,000, or 15 or 25 per cent. of the 
way. The foundation of Government in | tenants, had bought their farms. The ex- 
every country in the world was, firstly, | periment, as far as it had gone, had 
taxation, and when the House dis-| been absolutely successful; it was the 
cussed the system of Irish taxation some | most successful experiment the House 
years ago no one ventured to suggest | had ever made in the government of 
that taxation in Ireland ought to be in-| Ireland. What Irish representatives 
creased. ‘The furthest that the Govern- | asked was that this experiment, which 
ment went was to recognise that Ireland | had been cautiously applied within a 
had to beara heavy burden, but they | limited area and to a limited extent, 
had to bear that as part of a great great | should be applied all over the country. 
Empire ; but since then 33 per cent.) It was not as though the experiment 
more taxation had been imposed upon | had not been made. Forty years ago 
Ireland, which had swept away all the| the principle was carried into effect, 
benefits which Parliament had conferred | under much more difficult circumstances, 
upon her. When the Royal Commission in Russia, and it had also been tried, he 
reported, the taxation of Ireland was) believed, in other countries. There was 
£7,500,000. not the slightest risk to the taxpayers, 
and why on earth, with the results of 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, Order! To! what had been done before them, the 
discuss the financial relations would not | House could not go on and complete 
be in order. | the work, it passed the wit of man to tell. 
| In all the fundamental conditions affect- 
Mr. LOUGH hoped to say a word | jngthe life of the people—the burdens they 
upon the question at a future date. | had to bear, the system of Government 
The portion of the Amendment to which | to which they had to submit, and the 
he desired to address himself was :— | way in which the chief economic resour’e, 
“That the Government of Ireland is not | the land, was treated—there was a state 
Seppe 1 = — of things created by the House under 
and, : : 0 2 © ry : : . . 
Di crks ts Cainer wat tec aaicke scancien which the people found it almost el 
of Parliament with a view to the establishmene | possible to live. Depopulation, to which 
of harmony between the Government and tht | allusion had been made, was still going 
great majority of the people.” on. It was true there was a slight de- 
If they were to consider the condition | crease in the emigration figures last year, 
of the people, they must at least | but such fluctuations were continually 
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taking place, and, considering the | seen in the extraordinary decay exhibited 


diminished population, the statistics with 


regard to emigration were still of a most | 


alarming character. 

Reference had been made to the de- 
posits in savings banks and joint stock 
banks, but the reason there was more 
money in the banks now was that 20 
years ago banks were comparatively new 
institutions in Ireland, and the Irish 
people, being very conservative in these 
matters, only gradually put their money 
into them. There was hardly a country 
in Europe in which the savings per 
head of the population were so small as 
in Ireland. Moreover, the growth of 
savings in banks was not in itself a proof 
of prosperity. If there was a want of 
confidence in the country, and the people 
were afraid to invest their savings 
in ordinary industrial pursuits, they 
deposited their money in the banks. 
Before one could say that the growth 
of savings indicated increased prosperity, 
it was necessary to ask whether 
the system pursued in connection 
with the main industry of the country 
was a good one ; had the people done 
all for themselves that capital enabled 
them to do; had they the best machines 
and the best drainage on their farms, 
had everything that science could give 
been applied to the improvement of 
their condition. If, after all 
questions had been answered in the 
affirmative, there were still large savings, 
then those savings might be a proof of 
progress. Butif those conditions did not 
exist, the fact of there being savings was 
not an assurance of prosperity,it was 
rather a warning that something was 
very wrong in the country. The pro- 
bable reason of the savings in Ireland 
was that the people were putting by in 
order to emigrate, or to make provision for 
a day of emergency and suffering, which 
they feared was only too likely to come 
upon them. Why did not the Govern- 
ment provide statistics which would show 
the progress or decline of the country— 
statistics of imports and exports? Such 
statistics were available in regard to 
almost every other country in the world, 
but with regard to Ireland they were 
missing. Why did they not know how 
much butter was exported from Ireland 
last year ? The result of the treatment 


to which Ireland had been subjected was | 


Mr. Lough. 


those | 











in that country. 

Another extraordinary thing was the 
constitutional aspect of this treatment. 
Great liberties had been conferred 
on the people of Ireland. The franchise 
was the same as in England, and Ireland 
had an abundant and most able represen- 
tation in the House of Commons, but 
not more than her fair share. Not 
only had Ireland a share in the 
Imperial Government of the country, 
but powers of Local Government had 
been conferred on her. During the last 
20 years all these great constitutional 
liberties had been conferred upon 
Ireland, but at the same time Par- 
liament had been engaging in a sort 
of conspiracy to made all these privileges 
absolutely worthless. How much more 
powerful were Ireland's representatives 
in the direction of affecting the govern- 
ment of their country? All the political 
force of Ireland was not sufficient to 
move a constable or a school teacher from 
one village to another. This had not 
been the perpetual condition of Ireland 
sincethe Union. On the contrary, it 
was something entirely new. Until 20 
years ago the Government of Ireland in 
the House of Commons was at all times 
supported by a majority of the Irish 
representatives, but since the rise of 
Unionism there had been a sort of com- 
bination amongst British Members to 
deprive the Nationalists, who appeared to 
enjoy the same privileges as other Mem- 
bers, of all power in their own country. 
That was a most dangerous position for 
the Government to create, and if this 
situation was not dealt with, if the Irish 
representatives who had displayed such 
ability were not going to be given the 
same authority as Scotch or London 
Members of Parliament, then this House 
ought to quickly do something to legalise 
its position. Who were the real gover- 
nors of Ireland? Why, the three right 
hon. Gentlemen, the Chief Secretary for 


| Ireland, assisted by the Chancellor of the 


Exchequer and the Secretary to the 
Treasury. Those gentlemen did every- 
thing in Ireland, and the majority of the 
representatives from Ireland, whom hon. 
Members opposite contended were too 
numerous, had no more power than an 
infant in its cradle. That was a situa- 
tion of the utmost gravity. The Nation- 
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alists controlled the local government of | 
Ireland, and they were equally strong in | 


the House of Commons, and yet this 
House refused to give them their legiti- 
mate place. 

He had heard that measures were 
to be brought forward to reduce 
Irish representation, but that was not | 
what good and honest men, if they had 
them upon the opposite Benches, ought 
totry and do. [Ministerial cries of “ Oh, 
oh,” and “ withdraw.”] He would with- 
draw that expression which was not 
intended in the way it had been taken. 
That was all he would say about the 


position of the majority. [An Hon. 
Member: [Quite enough.| He did not 
think, at any rate, that he had said too 
much. The minority in Ireland had 


been called the English garrison, but how 
had this House treated them? Their 
treatment had been just as exceptional as 
the majority. The Government had 
given them a bribe of £300,000, and 
many distinguished persons amongst that 
minority got great crumbs. He could 
furnish the House with a list of those 
who had got this money, and by doing 
so he would shock the House of Commons. 
The Member for North Armagh had 
alluded to the difficulty of collecting 
funds, but there was not so much 
difficulty about funds among the minority 
who had all the great public offices dis- 
tributed amongst them, and all the 
emoluments which, in a properly governed | 
country, were distributed amongst the 
majority. The state of things in America 
was that the party in the majority got 
the offices and emoluments, but in Ire- 
land they reversed that state of things. 
In the sister isle the majority got 
nothing, and all the honours and emolu- | 
ments were given to a very small 
minority, and this House was paying the 
few supporters of the Government in 
Treland very well. Largesse in Treland 
was greater than ever, and at the same 
time that the Government was doing this 
they were insulting the majority with- 
out conciliating the minority who had | 
been made to feel that they had sold | 
their birthright. | 


This result brought to a climax one 
of the most serious situations eo 
Parliament had ever had before i 


What were the right hon. Poe on 
on the front Ministerial Bench think- | 


\ 


{23 January 1902} 


kingdoms. 





the King’s Speech. 750 


ing of ? Why, they were thinking of 
repression and coercion instead of 
dealing with the broad facts of 
the case. He would like to put such 
notions out of their head altogether. 
Everyone who had listened to the 


debate that evening, with the exception 


of the speech delivered by the Member 


for North Armagh, must have been 
astonished at the moderation of this 
debate. The House ought to keep 


before it the grave aspect of the situation 
which he had presented, and if in the 
rough outline which he had indicated 
those social and political difficulties had 
arisen, then there was a very grave situa- 
tion indeed. The party opposite had 
now a splendid opportunity of dealing 
with the situation. They asserted that 
the Opposition were wrong upon this ques- 
tion, but the Opposition were at least 
consistent, and they had kept to their 
principles with regard to Ireland if in 
regard to nothing else. They had not yet 
pulled down their standard with regard to 
Ireland. East Down had been referred 
to, but there was now proceeding an 
election in England, and the Liberal 
candidate, Mr. Runciman, was standing 
on the Home Rule platform. How were 
the Government going to face these great 
evils? The party opposite had got a 
great majority, and he appealed to the 
Government to consider not with any 
passion or heat, but in a quiet statesman- 
like way, the grave aspects of the 
situation which he had tried to present to 
the House, and if they could find a 
remedy for them and unite Ireland to 
this country in the solid bonds of amity 
they would have achieved for themselves 
a record which would cause them to be 
remembered for ever. 


*(10.10.) Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N ) 
said that as an Ulster Member he felt 
bound to state very briefly to the House 
the grounds on which he meant to vote 
for this Amendment. He agreed with 
the observation made by the Member for 
Great Yarmouth that their principal duty 
in this debate was to try and convince 
those Members of Parliament who repre- 
sented the other parts of the three 
It was only by appealing in 
the House of Commons to justice and fair 
| play that Irishmen had any means or 
hopes of redressing Irish grievances, 
because in Ireland there was no means of 
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opening the portals of Dublin Castle in 
which was centred all the power and 
authority and patronage exercised in Ire- 
land. It became necessary, therefore, to | 
try and convince the English, Scotch, | 
and Welsh Members of the House of 
Commons as to the justice of Irish claims. 
He spoke with some personal experience, 
for he had known Ireland longer than 
any Irish Member. He had lived all his 
life in Ireland, and had had ample oppor- | 
tunities of seeing what was going on in 
different parts of the country. He was | 
born and reared in the south of Ireland, 
and he now represented a northern con- | 
stituency. To him it was a matter of 
deep regret that at the close of a long 
vareer he could conscientiously and faith- 
fully declare that he saw no progress and | 
no improvement in the material condition 
of the masses of the Irish people. ‘They 
had to look around to see how this was | 
to be accounted for. Was it sufficient to | 
say that lack of facility for locomotion | 
accounted for the diminution of the | 
population of Ireland from between eight 
and nine millions in the middle of the 
last century to less than four millions | 
and a half at the beginning of 
the twentieth century? The reason 
for this was that Ireland was governed 
by an unsympathetic race. A great | 
Irish wit used frequently to say, in 
accounting for the continuous failure 
of the English Government in Ireland 
that it was an instance of a very stupid 
race trying to govern a very clever race. 
He never agreed in that criticism. He 
appreciated the greatness of the English 
character and recognised in them the 
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most practical and sensible people in the | 
| 

Rather would he say that their 
x | 

Ireland was because an un- | 


world. 
failure in 
imaginative 
were trying 
imaginative and only wanting the 
opportunity to be developed to be 
capable of improvement in the highest 
possible degree. 

The first question dealt with in the 


and uninformed people 


Amendment was the sale of lands 
now in the occupation of the 
tenants. Those lands held by land- 


lords either as demesnes or in 
their own hands were not affected by 
the question of compulsory purchase. 
He was very glad indeed to hear the 
argument of the hon. and _ learned 
Member for South Antrim, who pointed 


Mr. Hemphill. 
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| statesman Gladstone foresaw 


| misgovornment. 
| built up during the eighteenth century 


to govern a race highly | 
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out so clearly the advantages and the 
necessity for compulsory sale that he 
might have been expected to support the 
Amendment in the division lobby. He 
could not understand how on a question 
so vital to the prosperity of the country, 
a man, who was convinced that this 
policy was essential to the redemption of 


/his country, could yet contribute by 


his vote to the defeat of that policy. He 


, admitted that he could not justly advo- 


cate the compulsory purchase of the 
land in Great Britain. But the con- 
ditions are altogether different. The land 


‘law in Ireland had arrived at a stage that 


threatened revolution when that great 
what was 
coming and foresaw that he was obliged 
“to banish to Jupiter and Saturn ” the 
mere laws of dry political economy as 
applied to Ireland, and to initiate a new 
code and system altogether. The relation 
between landlord and tenant at that 
time was fraught with many years of 
The land system was 


when Ireland was completely unrepre- 
sented, he might say, in any Parliament 
up to 1782. A series of statutes during 
thst period imposed such fetters as 
required the hand of a powerful states- 
man like Gladstone to knock them off. In 
1870 the first of the fetters was knocked 
off, and thetenants who were before that 
at the will of any capricious, extravagant, 
or penurious landlord (“0 si angulus ile”), 
and might be turned out on the roadside 
with their families, o!:tained some amelio- 
ration. The first bad cure for the 
tenants’ grievances that he recollected 
when he wasa boy in the county in which 
he then lived—and no one entertained a 
greater horror of that cure than he did 
—was when the tenants themselves 
unfortunately took the law into their 
'own hands and asserted tenant right 
“by the shooting of landlords and 
|agents. It was to remedy that that 
|Mr. Gladstone and the other great 
| statesmen associated with him initiated 
|a new state of things. The first step 
'in the change in the relations be- 
tween landlord and tenant was to 
to give the tenant compensation for 
| disturbance and improvements, but 
it was found to be wholly inadequate. 
Then followed the Act of 1881 which 
fixed in the soil the yearly tenant. That 
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was extended in 1887 by the Conserva- 
tive Government to leaseho ders. Then 
the system of voluntary purchase 


was established, and he held that com- | 


puls ry purchase was the last stage in 
that process of evolution. No argument 
or reason could be adduced to resist that 
necessary evolution, and come it must 
sooner or later. 

He knew the Irish people as_ well 
as any member of his House and he 
believed if something like this com- 
pulsory system was not adopted the 
time would come when it would be 
impossible tor the landlords to get any 


reits at all. He warned the land- 
lords of that, because they were 


now in a position from which they 
could not retreat. “ Vestigia nulla 
retrorsum.” What would be the eif ect of the 
promised Voluntary Purchase Bill ? 
Would it not be to multiply the owners 
in fee, while leaving still a residuum of dis- 
contented year to year tenants? Did not 
the rigit hon. Gentleman see that every 
step he took in that direction only 
clinched the necessity for some such 
measure as was foreshadowed in the 
Amendment? It was suggested by one 
of the sperkers opposite that the land- 
lords ought to be looked after. He had 
great sympathy for the landlords in this 
sense—in the unfortunate condition of 
Ireland, until Liberalism illumined the 
horizon, to a certain extent the landlords 
were in a false position. They were 
living beyond their means, and they 
were ashamed to put their younger sons 
into any of the professions where a living 
could be earned. They wanted to put 
sons in the Army or Navy, or possibly in 
the law, with the chance of Castle’s smil- 
ing upon them. Anything beyond that 
the landlord could not do, and the con- 
sequence was that when he wanted to 
raise the wind he had to put an additional 
rent on to the tenant. For centuries 
the unfortunate Irish race had to con- 
tend with invaders from this side of the 
channel, and the native tenants had been 
willing to offer any rents for their hold- 
ings, for was that not better, they said, 
than to lie on the roadside. Therefore, 
they would offer £2 or £2 10s. an acre 
for land from which they could not scratch 
a pound’s worth of produce. That was 
the reason why Ireland was so difficult 
tomanage It was not because of any 


vce in the Irish, because they were the 
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| most easily managed people in the world 

if only the right way was gone about with 
‘them. They were more sensitive to kind- 
ness than any people in Europe ; they 
appreciated kindness and sympathy be- 
yond any other race, but they had been 
hunted and harried for centuries in their 
struggle to hold their land or see their 
wives and children perish. These were 
the reasons that animated Mr. Gladstone 
and his great colleagues in their land 
legislation; and he would maintain to 
the last breath he drew that no man 
ever did so much to benefit the Irish 
race as William Ewart Gladstone, what- 
ever difference of opinion might exist 
now in Ireland as to that statesman. 
He asked the right hon. Gentleman 
and the House to drop this Voluntary 
Purchase Bill, and convert it into a 
Compulsory Purchase Bill, the price 
not being fixed by the tenant, as sug- 
gested by the hon. Gentleman opposite 
but a fair value as between purchaser and 
vendor to be ascertained by a fair 
tribunal. There would be no difficulty 
in setting up sucha tribunal. Under our 
railway and dock system they knew that 
land was taken every day in this great 
city of London against the will of the 
proprietor, and the price was ascertained 
not at the will of either the owner or the 
purchaser, but by a tribunal. 

He regretted extremely that when 
things were going on serenely in Ireland, 
when judge after judge in every circuit at 
the last assizes was congratulating the 
grand juries throughout the country at the 
singular absense of crime that prevailed 
in Ireland, when at the very same assizes 
in England seven men were condemned 
to execution—when the Irish judges were 
saying that they in Ireland were in a 
state of Utopia, why was it that this 
terrible Act of 1887 was revived? Was 
it under the pressure of leading articies 
in the great Thunderer, was it under 
the threat of the right hon. and gallant 


| Gentleman the Member for North Armagh 


and those with whom he acted and co- 
operated, was it under the influence 
of the philosophical, hixtoric member for 
Trinity College, who represented not any 
of the tenants. but who represented the 
Irish Church throughout the length and 
breath of the country, and the graduates 
_and fellows of Trinity College—was it at 
the instigation of that select but powerful 
_ few that the kind-hearteda nd sympathetic 
| Chief Secretary was induced to re-open. 
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this lurid page in the history of Ireland ‘| missable at a moment's notice at the 


. | 
The judges pronounced over and over | 


again that the United Irish League was 
not an illegal body. The Government, 


themselves, were stopped from saying | 


that it was an illegal body, because this 


Act of Parliament under which this | 
most unconstitutional course had been | 


pursued enabled them to proclaim it 
and make it illegal, but they had not 
the courage, not the conscience, to do 


the hon. and gallant Member for 
Great Yarmouth standing up in his 
place in this House and announcing 
that the landlords were going to enter 
into a corresponding league. 
was sauce for the goose was sauce for 
the gander. He had no objection to 
the landlords entering into a league, 
provided they kept within the bounds 
of legality, and he was sure his hon. and 
gallant friend would not lend himself to 
anything else. They talked of reducing 
the representation of Ireland. and he 
thought the Government wanted to 
experiment on the matter ; they threw 
out a sort of pilot balloon from Dublin 
Castle, and said it would be a very good 
thing to get rid of three or four trouble- 
some Irish members without raising any 
great constitutional question, and to run | 
them into gaol. That might be their | 
motive ; he did not say it was, and he 
did not want to impute motives. The | 


United Irish League was not illegal, and | 


these Irish members were holding assem- 
blies in favour of compulsory sale. 
Their speeches he had read; and he 
maintained that the hon. Member for 
South Tyrone used language ten times 
more convincing—he did not say more 
eloquent, because his hon. friend below 
the gangway would not be pleased at 
that—yet the Government did not dare 
run in the Member for South 
Tyrone. However, what did they do! 
There was a section of the Act of Parlia- 
ment which gave summary jurisdiction, 
where u county had been proclaimed, to 


hon. 


two magistrates called, and properly | 
That | 


called, 
was no disparagement to them, because 
every one knew that under the Act of 
Parliament the magistrates were dis- 
Mr, Hemphill. 


removable magistrates. 


What 


‘by jury. 


behest of the Lord Lieutenant. 

“A breath unmakes, as a breath has made.” 

Now, these Members of Parliament 
who, in addressing their own  con- 
stituents, had exercised the rights of 
public meeting and of free speech— 
rights the determination to assert which 
had led to revolution in this country, the 


| assertion of which had established our 
| liberties and privileges, and which had 
it. They knew it was not illegal, and | 
could not be illegal, because they had | 


changed dynasties—had been subjected 
to the will and pleasure of these re 
movable magistrates. He was not 
saying a word against these gentlemen; 
they endeavoured to discharge their 
duty as conscientiously as men placed 
in their position could do. There was 


one clause in the Act which gave 
summary jurisdiction in cases of 
unlawful assembly or riot. Under 


the common law men charged with 
unlawful assembly or riot would have 
been returned to be tried at Quarter 
Sessions or Assizes. If they had been so 
returned they would have been tried 
There was trial by jury in 
Ireland—nominally, at all events. By 
the law of the land [rish law was supposed 
to be the same as English law. Why 
did not the Government resort to it, and 
try these Irish members by  uries! 
They could have packed the juries. 
Why, then, should the Government have 
resorted to these Tiberian methods ? 


(10.45.) Toe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. WynpuHaAM, Dover): All 
who have listened to the earlier part of 
the debate will have been struck by the 
magnitude of the Amendment and the 
moderation of the speeches. How, then, 


| can I do justice to the Amendment and 


also to the speeches, and especially to the 
speech to which we have just listened 
from the right hon. and learned Member 
As if the field before us was not already 


| sufficiently large, he, with a mellow philo- 


sophy which, has, for years, endeared him 
to this House, has travelled far along a 
road which he found it rather dificult to 
follow, although illuminated at every turn 
by apt quotation from the classics. At 
one turn we are in the rusti¢ corner 
where the happy peasant disports himself 
in the shade, and next, we are invited to 
go into the lion’s den from which no 
backward steps can be traced. Then I 
am compared to Androdus, and am asked 








whi 
doc 
m0) 
par 
any 
adj 
Em 
see 
hon 
I 
of 
bee 
s101 
foll 
\ 
Bper 
Me 
pou 
mat 
con 
dea 
adn 
tan! 
clar 
the 
ban 
@cOl 
abs 
swo 
hav 
the 
vest 
to t 
am 
poo 
to | 
bar 
1 
mac 
lan: 
the 
But 
tha 
ear! 
cha 
sch 
do1 
are 
the 
unl 
T 
said 
So 
tha 
we 
thr 
hav 





756 
at the 


made.” 
ament 
con- 
hts of 
eech— 
which 
ry, the 
d our 
h had 
jected 
se Te 
3 =6not 
emen ; 
their 
placed 
e€ was 
gave 
3 oof 
Under 
with 
have 
uarter 
een so 
tried 
ry in 
s. By 
yposed 
Why 
it, and 
uries 4 
juries, 
t have 
4 


Y FOR 
): All 
art of 
by the 
d the 
then, 
it and 
to the 
stened 
mber 4 
lready 
philo- 
ds him 
ong a 
ult to 
y turn 
:, At 
corner 
imself 
ted to 
ch no 
hen I 
asked 


57 Address in Reply to 





to draw from the lion the thorn perhaps 
in the form of freedom of contract 
which will make that beast completely 
docile in my hands; and in another 
moment I find myself invited to play the 
part of Ajax defying the lightning, or at 
any rate the thunder, and finally [ am 
adjured not to follow the example of the 
Emperor Tiberius. Hon. Gentlemen will 
see that the field opened up by the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman is one which 
I could not traverse without leaving out 
of account other speeches which have 
been addressed to us. On another occa- 
sion, should it arise, I will endeavour to 
follow him as far as he is willing to lead. 

We have heard a great many interesting 
speeches. One of them, that of the hon 
Member for West Islington, was full of 
points touching on important economic 
matters which deserve the very closest 
consideration from me. I cannot now 
deal fully with it, but I am willing to 
admit that I agree with one impor- 
tant statement which he made. He de- 
elared that the mere amount of money in 
the banks, and, above all, in the savings 
banks, was no true index of a healthy 
economic state. I agree with him 
absolutely. I consider that the very 
swollen proportion which these savings 
have assumed, show that in Ireland 
there is not a due amount of in- 
vestment. | daresay we shall differ as 
to the reason, but it is not a healthy but 
a morbid sign, to find the savings of the 
poorer Classes locked up, and not devoted 
to the development of the land, or em- 
barked in industry. 

The hon. Member for North Antrim 
made an_ interesting speech on the 
land question. He and | do not see 
the matter exactly in the same way. 
But he is in earnest, and I am sure 
that he will believe that I am in 
earnest In my desire to spread pur- 
chase throughout Ireland. He thinks a 
scheme of compulsion is feasible. and I 
donot. We differ as to the road, but we 
are agreed as tothe goal. But I feel that 
the time at my disposal will all be used, 
unless I come at once to the Amendment. 

The Leader of the Nationalist party 


said his Amendment was __ precise. 
So it is. It struck me as more 
than precision ; it was concision. Here. 


we have suceinetly and lucidly stated 
three questions which would take, which 
have taken, not one week, or one month, 
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Or One Session to deal with, but several 
sessions. What does the Amendment 
raise? In the first place, it raises the 
land question in a form which is novel, 
| think, in an Amendment to the 
Address. The first plea is that the re- 
fusal of the Government to introduce the 
principle of compulsion into the sale and 
purchase of land in Ireland, and their 
refusal to give further compulsory 
powers to the Congested Districts Board 
for the acquisition of extra land, is the 
cause of the present agitation in Ireland. 
I shall seek to traversethat. The second 
plea the hon. Member advances is, that 
the Government, instead of seeking to 
remove grievancesin Jreland—andin that 
there is a suggestion that, if we had 
applied ourselves to that task, there 
would have been no agitation in Ireland—- 
has embarked on the suppression of free 
speech in Ireland. 1 shall endeavour 
to traverse that plea also. But there is a 
third plea, that the majority of people in 
Ireland do not suppert the Government. 
I shall not dispute that. The hon. 
Member is on safe, I might almost say, on 
consecrated ground there ; but whenever 
this plea is raised against one Govern- 
ment or another, whether ‘Tory or 
Radical, there is added to it the implica- 
tion that those who take office in this 
country believe that they, in their day 
and generation, can settle this Irish 
question. I do not believe they are so 
foolish as to entertain any such idea as 
that. I do not believe that any man, 
looking at the past history of Ireland, 
cherishes the hope that he can do more 
than a very little in his own day. I say 
you cannot look back on the work which 
has been done, or attempted to be done, by 
past Chief Secretaries—the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite and others—without 
feeling that humility has been their note 
and not arrogance, and that they have 
never assumed to themselves a power 
other than that exercised by the coral 
insect in the natural world, that is, to do 
their own small part hoping that some 
day the last of their line and genus will 
perish when the whole work is accom- 
plished. 


Now, Sir, I will attempt to deal 
with these three pleas. Note, that the first 
plea which deals with,the land question does 
not, as last year,suggest as an Amendment 
tothe Address that the Government ought 
,to bring in a Compulsory Sale of Land 


i 
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Bill. It states that refusal on their part ;] on this litigious war. Some hon. Mem- 
that remissness on their part, is| bers have said that these things are 
sufficient to justify or, at any rate, to| cumulative. I say that when you have 
palliate the agitation which is now) the leaseholders coming in next year, 
going on in certain parts of Ireland. [| and second period of revision, you will 
think that is a novel plea in an Amend- have an accumulation of judicial pro- 
ment to the Address. The land question | ceedings in Ireland, for which no 
has been discussed this evening, and I | paral.el can be found in the history of 
cannot hope in the time at my disposal, | the civilised world. 1 do not believe 
to cover the whole of the discussion. | I have overstated the case. When things 
Hon. Members who sit for English con- | are fixed by the State, when the value 
stituencies are not so familiar as I could | one man has to give and another man 
wish them to be with the whole history | has to receive is fixed by the State, there 
of lrish land legislation. The House | js a tremendous temptation to both 
would not listen to me if I attempted | parties to fight it out in every Court of 
to-night to sum it up, but perhaps the | Law if they think an injustice is being 
House will allow me to state my/idone. The strongest argument | have 
views. I have never attacked the Act of | at my command against introducing 
1881 out and out, from top to bottom, | compulsion into purchase and sale is 
but I have said again and again that | that if you introduce it the same induce- 
that Act brought many evils in its train. ments, the same provocation will be held 
I know that Act has been sometimes | out, either to the landlord, who might 
regarded as a punitive measure towards | otherwise sell, or the tenant, who might 
Irish landlords, but the right hon. | otherwise buy, to fight out from court 
Gentleman the Member for Montrose, to court every plea that can be raised — 
has never held that view. I believe he who made the improvements, what is the 
has stated that it would be impossible for | yalue of the inherent capabilities of the 
Irish landlords to carry out improve- | soil; and all those old mystical mystifica- 
ments on the lavish scale adopted in| tions of metaphysical economics which 
this country, and because [rishlandlords have been the curse of fair rent will be 
owing to the physiography of Ireland | the curse of land purchase, if once com- 
could not do that, a kind of customary | pulsion is introduced. 

tenure grew up in parts of Ireland, and | 

then in 1881 Parliament made itself; Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Once for 
accessory after the fact and did it, I | all, not a perpetual law suit. 

think, too sweepingly, too drastically, | 

and with injustice to some, and gave; Mr. WYNDHAM: I think it would 
Parliamentary sanction to dual owner- | take forty years to carry it through. 
ship and to all that followed from it. | ; 
Now, two things have followed. By| Mr. JOHN REDMOND: How long 
making it Parliamentary, by making it | will it take to carry voluntary purchase 
compulsory, we have unintentionally | there? 

cau-ed great cost to the State in litiga- 

tion, and we have unintentionally! Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Gentle- 
caused great cost to the parties. I say | man interrupts me and I am glad he did. 
unintentionally, because the authors of |He argued to-night very earnestly in 
that Act again and again stated their | favour of the compulsory system. ! 
view that there would be only a few test | believe—I am speaking from memory— 
cases, that exces-ive rents would be cut that shortly before he went to America 
down, and that all would then travel peace-| the hon. Member made a speech in 
fully onwards without any great injus- | Ireland, I think in West Meath, when a 
tice, and without any great cost to the | landlord who was about to sell his estate 
State or to the parties. But that has to his tenants took the Chair, and that in 
not been the case. The whole of Ireland | that speech he committed himself to the 
is engaged in litigation at this moment. | proposition that sale might be effected 
The taxpayers are paying £150,000 a| more easily and in less time without com- 
year to the officers of the Courts, and | pulsion than withit. (Mr. Joun REDMOND 
the parties are being ruined in carrying dissented]. My memory may be at fault, 
} 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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but I will look up the reference, and I | 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND: [am reluctant 


the Kinu’s Speech. 


believe I shall be able to produce it to interrupt the right hon. Gentleman, 


from Vhe Times within 48 hours. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I did not 
quite follow the right hon. Gentleman. 
Does he say I stated at a public meeting 
that a general change of ownership could 
be carried out more quickly under a 
voluntary system than under a com- 
pulsory one ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That is certainly 
the impression [ received from passages 
in the hon. Gentleman’s speech, but I 
cannot carry it further to-night. I 
certainly derived the impression from 
that speech that he stated that progress 


might be made more rapidly without | 


compulsion than with it. Now let me 
come back to the first plea in the Amend- 
ment. 
ment to introduce compulsion justify, not 
an Amendment to the Address, not a 


vote of censure on the Government, nor | 


an attempt to put another Administration 
into power, but does it justify agitation— 
is it the cause, at any rate of agitation 
in reland ? The Leader of the National- 
ist Party in his speech this afternoon, 


was good enough to say he did not believe | 
But I had | 
a Land Bill last year, and I cherished it, | 
He was | 
also good enough to say that I had no. 


I had a Land Bill last year. 
though it was never produced. 


serious intention of passing a Bill this 
year. Well, I shall do my best, although 
sometimes we are doomed to disappoint- 
ment in this House. But, he went on, 


that in his own opinion, in view of the | 
rules of procedure and the financial work | 
before us, there was no earthly possibility | 


of passing a voluntary Land Bill. Then 
what becomes of the first plea in his 
Amendment? If a voluntary Land Bill 


Does the refusal of the Govern- | 


on large lines will not pass through the | 


House this session, who, that has listened 
to this debate will believe that a compul- 
sory Bill will pass? If, in his opinion, a 


voluntary Bil! has no earthly chance of | 


passing this session, is the failure of the 
Government in an_ earlier — session, 
even more embarrased by other business, 
and financial obligations, to be a plea, not 
for a vote of censure, but for sanctioning, 
for palliating the agitation which has 


brought so much mischief to the west of | operation. 
said, “Why do not you allow us to 
( 


Treland ? 


/but he must know that my position is 
that it is impossible for this House to 
legislate properly for Ireland. 


| Mr. WYNDHAM: Does the hon. 

Member advance from that position to 
| say that this agitation is properly caused 
| by the failure last year to bring in a 
| Land Bill ? 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Certainly. 


| Mr. WYNDHAM: I say that no such 
| plea can be brought forward. Let any 
| one consider what agitation means. I am 
not going to paint a horrible picture of 
| crime and of danger to life and limb, but 
consider what it means in restrictions of 
liberty, and in the engrossing of the 
whole attention of the community ona 
| fruitless fight when their whole attention 
‘ought to be given to industrial 
progress. Agitation— and I believe the 
‘hon. Member knows it as well as I 
do—is not a thing to be lightly taken up 
because Parliament fails in one session, 
or two, to bring in a Bill which one 
section of the community believes ought 
to pass. I do not thnk I need argue 
the case to-night of purchase on voluntary 
lines, if on voluntary lines it can be 
carried on. There is a weighty mass of 
opinion behind it. I only mention it 
because I find now that things are alittle 
bit difficult, and that some of our own 
backers are beginning to say, ‘“ Well, 
after all, does not purchase land you 
sometimes into awkard situatious ‘” 
There is no course free from difficulties. 
The point is, have you got the course 
which is least likely to lead to greater 
trouble, and that is most likely to save 
|larger and larger areas of Ireland from 
some of the curses which have afflicted 


it? There is a great catena of weighty 
opinion. There is the weighty opinion 


of Mr. Bright. There is the Select 
Committee of this House in 1878, the 


‘committee before which Lord Dufferin 


gave evidence, the speeches made by the 
Duke of Devonshire when introducing 
the Bill, and, of course—what is far 


/ more weighty than any mere expression 
|of opinion—the expe:ience of 16 years 
'of Unionist Administration. 
_ purchase holds the field but it iv a credit 


Voluntary 


Some hon. Members have 
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manage our own affairs?” How can this | 
matter be managed except upon the | 
credit of the joint common exchequer | 
of the two countries ? and if, for the sake 
of argument, you had Home Rule to- 
morrow, does any one believe that the 
financial negotiations to effect Home 
Rule at all could be carried through | 
easily—how the Government loan which | 
would have to be made should be appor- 
tioned and other matters—and does 
anybody believe that it would be possible | 
to go on with this great experiment at 
all if once yon break up the common 
exchequer, which is the greatest and 
most enduring good brought about by 
the Union? I do not suppose hon. 
Members will accept my argument, but I 
say that a great credit operation ought 
not to be imperilled by agrarian agitation, 
and I also hold that it ought not to be 
weighted, as it would be weighted if you 
make it compulsory, by a load of litigation. 
That is only the first point in the Amend- 
ment—namely, the general introduction of 
compulsion into general purchase through- 
out Ireland. The next point in the Amend. 
ment isthat the Congested Districts Board 
should be given compulsory power to 
acquire land as I understand it in order 
to execute schemes of migration. Well, 
that idea is nota new one. It is nora 
new discovery. Let us do justice to the 
pioneers—men like Mr. Tuke— who 
invited attention to the matter before 
statesmen ever thought of it; and let us 
also do justice to the present Leader of 
the House, who put in two or three 
years’ work upon that problem and 
embodied his conclusions ina Lill. Now 
the Congested Districts Act of 1891 was 
one of the very few Bills relating to | 
Ireland which was received with general 
assent in this House, and that Bill held | 
up certain large objects in very general 
terms. It directed the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board to buy land in order to 
migrate occupiers from small, scattered 
holdings upon which agriculture could 
not be prosecuted with any hope of 
suceess ; but it was found that those 
general powers had to be elaborated, 
that Act after Act had to be brought 
in, that we had to be guided by legis- 
lative experience, and, what was far 
more important, by administrative ex- 
perience. I need only mention such 
questions as division of turbary, of giving 
rights of cutting turf to different tenants, 
Mr Wyndham. 
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and the great difficulties of migrating 
men from one part of Ireland to another. 
These difficulties have been slowly con- 
quered. We have ten years experience 
behind us, and I say with confidence, at 
no period has that operation been de- 
layed, still less stopped, because we lacked 
compulsory powers. At this moment, 
if the Congested Districts Board had 
compulsory powers it. could not increase 
the pace or the scale of its operations. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo E.): Why not ? 
Mr. WYNDHAM : Because the work 


is elaborate and intricate. and because 
experience was lacking, Contrast the 
impatience—if I may so put it-— exhib- 
ited in this Amendment with the patience 
exhibited by many British Members who 
are quite as much interested in the 
somewhat analogous question of the 
housing of the artisans in our great in- 
dustrial centres. [Laughter.] Hon. 
members from Ireland eer 


Mr. DILLON: Because we have been 
waiting for more than 100 years. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not wish to 
indulge in debate across the floor of the 
House, but can the hon. Member declare 
that legislation of that kind has had 
priority in Britain over Ireland ! It is 
the same idea, that of dealing with the 
problem of slums, whether it be city 
slums or agrarian slums. It is a new 
idea, an idea of the last 20 years, that 
you should use the money or the credit 
of the general taxpayer in order to re- 
claim certain conditions of life, because 
that isthe sole justification either for the 
housing of the working classes in this 
country or for the working of the Con- 
gested Districts Board in Ireland. — It is 
done not because these men have some 
right of defined justice and better treat- 
ment; it is done because it is in the in- 
terest of the State, the nation, and the 
Empire that large populations should be 
left to live, and above all, to rear children 
in such circumstances as secure their 
well being. 

It is a new idea. In ancient days 
we have been accustomed to make any 
sacrifice to win a war It seems to be in- 
stinctive in the races of Europe to feel 
that in a war they have to fight in order 
to save the future. It is a new idea to 
feel that almost equal sacrifices cught to 
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be made to wage war against pestilence 
and insanitary conditions, but the instinct 
of race is again proved, and these things 
can be easily justified to the most Con- 
servative and the most Tory of those that 
sit around me. That is why it is a per- 
fectly sound economic proposal which 
every Tory in this House may and ought 
to support. That being the justification 
for such action, may I digress for one 
moment to touch upon the purchase of 
the Dillon estate ? The Dillon estate was 
purchased in pursuance of a public object 
enjoined on a public Department by an 
Act passed in 1891. The owner of that 


estate was given the price which he | 


suggested — £290,000. Now I protest 
against any criticism of that action upon 
the ground that it may embarrass the 
position of landlords in the neighbourhood. 
[ am prepared to fight in Ireland for 
liberty and for property. Believe me, 
we shall not win that fight by running 
away. We shall not win it by saying 
that when an owner is ready to take a 
price, that because of these suggestions 
the price is not to be given. We shall 
not win it by showing abject timidity, 
or by contending that there are owners 
who in different circumstances are not 
prepared to take a similar price. The 
whole of my contention is 
must protect property and __ protect 
liberty, and the bolder we are in our 
conduct in doing that the more likely we 
are to win success. The duty of the Irish 
Government in these matters is simply to 
maintain the law [AN Irish MEMBER.— 


“And fair rent”|; it is not to control the | 


market. 


I would point out that hon. Members 
must not be led away by some of the 
discussion which centred round that trans- 
action. It is said that the attempt to create 
difficulties on the De Freyne estate was 
occasioned by a reduction in rent of- 
fered by the Congested Districts Board 
on the Dillon property. The circular 
which offered that reduction of rent was 
issued on 1st October. The letter of 
the hon. Member for Cork City, who 
first suggested this, as I think, indefen- 
sible form of agitation, was sent on Sep- 
tember 27th. They had nothing to do 
with each other. But that circular was 
a better stick with which to beat the 
doy than the one which, prior to that 
date, was in the hands of those who in 
any case had come to the conclusion, as 
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| I gather on political grounds, that agita- 


tion was again to lift its head in the 
West of Ireland. That abatement was 
not offered as an abatement of rent. 
The property was purchased at seventeen 
years ; a somewhat if not exactly similar 
reduction would have come automati- 
cally, and the Board were advised that, 
having pledged themselves, they had no 
other option but to give that reduction. 
Of course, this is not the occasion for 
arguing matters, but 1 may tell hon. 
Members that no difference can be 
drawn between the sale of the Dillon 
estate and any other sale which had 
taken place over Ireland for a similar 
number of years purchase. If we with- 
draw from a policy to which this House 
and to which the Unionist party has 
been pledged for many years because 
we may be alarmed at an agitation— 
which I do not think is very alarming— 
we are not shrinking from the policy 
of the Congested Districts Board, but 
abandoning the policy of voluntary 
purchase in Ireland—a policy which 
means that people shall sell so much 
of their property as they wish to sell 
for such a price as they are willing to 
accept ; it means that and nothing more. 
That policy I uphold, and that policy the 
[rish Government will always support. 

$I think [ have made out some case 
for showing that there is no possible 
relation between any remissness on tne 
part of Parliament and the agitation 
which has grown up in the West of 
Ireland. That is not the reason for this 
agitation. It is very easy to find the 
true cause of this agitation. I will 
endeavour to trace the true cause of 
agitation and the justification for all 
that the Government has done to en- 
force the law, and also for all that it 
has refrained from doing. The present 
agitation is due not to remissness on 
our part as a legislative assembly, but 
to the deliberate, laborious, prolonged, 
and, upon the whole, unsuccessful efforts 
on the part of a very few persons. I 
will try to make good that view which 
I have advanced before audiences in 
Ireland and England; and I must dis- 


‘erimina'e once more between political 


agitation, which, however mischievous 
in our view for Ireland—and I think 
our view is right—ought still, as long 
as it is political, to be met by political 
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methods, and illegality, which is another | war ; to take up the poor men who fell in that 
matter, and which in Ireland, as in | fight. The first duty of those who were 


_ ' ale é suggesting another Jand war was to protect 
every other country, 18 not a matter of those who fell in the fight in which they sacri- 


high politics, but one for the police | ficed everything.” 
and the Courts of law. At that time, it is evident, the United 
a. “SEW: -Puline Gat and law Irish League was not the universal, over- 
sithepiceide whelming agrarian conspiracy which it 
a seemed to some persons in this country; 
Mr. WYNDHAM: Well, I think that | and the hon. Member for East Mayo, 
is usual. I must ask the House to fol ow | speaking shortly afterwards, referred in 
the history of the United Irish League. somewhat pointed phrases to the speeches 
Almost every speaker has referred to it of his present leader and the party Whip, 
as if it covered every subject of this | Going on in this historical retrospect, we 
debate. What is the origin and life | find that even as late as in Jannary, 
history of the United Irish League? In| 1900, at a meeting of the Connaught 
the vear 1895 there was no agrarian Directory, this resolution was passed : — 
agitation in Ireland. The hon. Member! ..“ At "o meeting summoned or attended by 
cs Cael Cate. who iscredited with havi | Messrs. Healy and Redmond for the promotion 
or Lork Uily, who 1s credited with Naving | of unity was any reference of any kind made 
done more than any one é€ se to originate | tothe work which the United ‘Irish League 
the seheme, said in 1895: has successfully carried on in the cause of unit 
“‘ There is not so much as a mouse stirring on 


since its inception. The newspapers which 
: f speak for the Members for North Louth and 
this :mportant land question from one end of | Waterford City, respectively, have assailed the 
the land to the other. | League, its work and programme, from the 
In May. 1896, the same hon. Member, | commencement of its labours more persistently 
ee aa . Pigee> se | and more viciously than any organ speaking 
still working at this projet, said : | in Ireland or England for Dublin Castle and 
‘“*You may remember last winter we tried | Lrish landlordism has has yet done.” 
sag to rouse the "Soe geen oo poe d I have an even more remarkable quota- 
of organization. am sorry to say that we | ,- ake , , / st. 1¢ 
found it impossible to rouse the farmers of | tion to make. I come to August, 1900— 
Ireland to the requisite pitch of exertion.” almost the close of my right hon. friend’s 
Then I pass to the year 1898, and I a pig ingen ws eve of es sue 
. . ee C 8 7. tween Janus 
am taking this year by year, because a ves pe tags 0 ‘ saa snuary 
2 SEL rae ee l¢ rust there h: en a chang 
charge is made against the Irish Govern- nd sAUugus ere had been a change. 
lly “Sie : The present leader of the [rish party had 
ment, and especially against my prede- : 
Ree a ape stooped to conquer, and, having abandoned 
cessor, that they took a wholly erroneous | ; - : x 
: (Vile Mentetiee of ts eabitien his attitude of hostility to the League, 
ee “— f Sed ine i ot a had taken command of it. I do not 
—tha : ae acting Bsa A j | believe, however, that it was an uncon- 
9 anit e : es 
ee 4 uM . F Waterford i ditional surrender. But what happened? 
B F. atertord, lnm: 
ane gl be nang pag aiormaet on | This was the comment of the Daily 
present leader of the Nationalist Party. | 
was interviewed by a representative | ; 
ot he Pall Mall hed The interview | ‘*Mr. Redmond has played into the hands of 
of the fall i) sie eal JInUvervleW | the United Lirsh League. It is in vain for Mr. 
was republished in the Jrish Daily Redmond to regret and to seek to reconcile 
Independent, which then represented the | men to a situation which imposes upon his 
’ oe, ty taka q , ’ } ; 
hon. and learned Member’s political ow le ua of Mr. O’Brien and his bogus 
° ne . . . ranches. 
views. lhe interview occurred in 
December, 1898. Theinterviewer says:—| Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.) : Was 
| 7 ° ° 4 
not Mr. Gill the editor at the time ! 





Express :-— 


«« By the way a new land war is spoken of. 


Will you give me your views on its prospects ?” eens ‘ 
“ee Mr. WYNDHAM: I think not. My 


The hon. Member replied :— Race , : 
‘Land war? There will be no land war. | = that ge ~ that ap the Dom 
No league or organisation could bring it about.” | Express was dilating upon “ the bogus 


se. ae .¢., | branches” of the League, what I believe 
The M hip a the oe parcy> | che hon. Member for Louth called 
a eons mse oon a ttt! branches without leaves. Well, Sir, it 
‘« They heard some people talk abc SPges fee 
land war in Ireland. Before he took the respon- | goes on. Last year, I find, the present 
sibility of telling any man to go to war, he leader of the Irish party, the hon. Mem- 
would tel! him first the consequences of it. | ber for Waterford, speaking at Mary- 
The first duty of men, before declaring another borough, said he was astonished at the 


war, was to consider the victims of the last 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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apathy of the people; they would not | they mismanage their affairs, according to 
join the League, and the hon. raggnonseed pe ideas, and if they pursue a policy 
for East Mayo, speaking at the same | which we earnestly believe to be against 


time at Tralee, used these words :— | the best interests of Ireland, as I believe 
“The whole question for you to consider is | they often do, these are things which, if 
whether you are in earnest or not.” | they are wrong, must bring their own 


. |punishment in their train. Illegality is 
m not much of a racing man, but | PY! ; ° 
I am 8 i‘ | quite another matter. 


when ! see a jockey flogging I/| S ; ; 
do not believe that he is quite sure | W hen I was first associated with the 
he is going to win the race, therefore, | Irish Government, I found the “bogus 
I do not take the United Irish | branches, according to the Daily 
League, which is going to sweep the polls | Erpress; and I found an agitation 
in the country, quite as seriously as some | 484nst- graziers, that is to say farmers 
of my hon. friends do. I am confirmed | who take grass land on an_ eleven 
in that opinion by the results of the last | months’ tenure in order to keep them 
municipal election. I will not inflict them | Outside the Land Act—a__ perfectly 
on the House, but they are interesting | legitimate thing; a course to which the 
and well worth a little serious thought. | landlords of Ireland have, I may say, 
I hope hon. Members will allow me to | almost been driven by the Land Acts on 
speak my mind freely. I do not know the one hand and agitation upon the 
whether the League as a whole is respon- other. But that course, I think, cannot 
sible for a policy which has certainly been be carried on to the extent to which 
followed in some places—-a policy, namely, | !&_ 18 carried on with any economy. 
ofdeclaring that public bodies are to he | [Nationalist cheers.] Yes, but some 
ected hy the League, that only Leaguers | @#y or other all parties concerned 
are to be elected, and that no persons are | ™ust consider whether they can afford to 
to be appointed by those public bodies | 8? 0? with a war of litigation and a war 
unless they belong to the League. That | Of agitation, and whether it will not pay 
bas alarmed some people very much. It | them—in view of foreign competition— 
isnot illegal. Tbatis aform of American | tO come to terms which will exclude fight- 
polities which America has now found it | ing as fighting is now being conducted 
hr own interests to abandon. It is a| throughout the West of Ireland, and to 
fm of politics which carries with it look at the land question in their own 
ertain financial penalties. If public | interests. I found a certain amount of 
bodies dismiss their servants without | 2grarian crime, though less than in any 
use they have to pension them, and put | Previous year. I found a certain amount 
in their friends and pay them into the | of agrarian intimidation, but confined to 
targain. There is statutory sanction for | certain districts in Ireland. I will not 
sch errors, as I believe them to be. But | 84y more upon the grazing question to- 


J other course arouses so much resent- ight. I have spoken upon that matter 
Juent. If any public party elaborates a | in the country, and no doubt it will come 
J great organization, for the benefit, in the | before us again. Any man may criticize 


main, of one class, or a section of a class|@ny system of land tenure. If he 
inthe community, it arouses the resent-| disapproves of it, he may advise people 
nent of every other class in the com | that other systems are better; he may 
munity. It is my belief that the United | exhort them to follow other systems ; he 
lrish ‘League, if it pursues its present |May remonstrate with them for not 


qeourse—and [ wish it joy of its course—will | following them. But he may not seek 


itouse against it the labourer, the shop-|to frighten. He may not seek to 
keeper, the professional man—the men of | Overbear their will. Hon. Members 
wilture and the men of business—from one | from Ireland say there is no crime. 
adof Ireland to the other. I hope, Sir, lIt is a question of terms; they mean 
lam making my meaning clear so far as |overt crime. But I tell the House that 
politics are concerned. People must follow | there is no shadow of doubt that to 
‘uch political desires at their own risk. To | seek to frighten a man by any course 
uake Ireland a Crown colony is an intelli- | from doing what he has a right to do is 
able policy. It is not an unintelligible|a crime at law; it is a crime in the 
policy to give Ireland an extended fran-| United Kingdom, and _ it inflicts 
fhise and local self-government. But if| grave mischief upon the community. 
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What was the course the Government 
took ? In areas where this crime was 
being perpetrated—because it is crime— 
we sent extra police. We charged half 
their costs upon the community to bring 
home to them the sericusness of the 
matter, because they are toli that so 
long as overt acts of outrage are not 
committed they are not breaking the 
law. Also, this was done in order to give 
confidence to those who were oppressed, 
and to el’cit evidence in order that these 
prosecutions might be instituted. Now, 
notice the extent of the restriction upon 
liberty at that time, and also what was 
the position and extent o! the United 
Irish League. I shall not gv into in- 
dividual cases, but there were a number 
in 


Address in Reply to 





of persons who were boycotted 
Ireland. We have never made light of 


boycotting in the past, and I promise 
hon. Members that we shall never make 
light of it in the future, 1 shall not 
go into it now. {An IRIs Member: 
“What about the Primrose League ?”| 
There are at this moment 35 eases_ot 
boycotting—but these cases often in- 
clude a number of individuals—all over 
Ireland, and there are, all over the 
country, 211 persons who are boycotted. 
However, after seeking to arrive at the 
truth in this matter, I find that, of 
these 211 persons, only 27 can be 
attributed to what is called the in- 
fluence of the United Irish League. The 
branches of this League are spread over 
Ireland, and in some parts there is a 
political organization, and only in parts 
of the country is the United Irish League 
engaged in agrarian agitation. Let me 
give the House another test. If I take 
45 months to the 31st of January, 1898, 
the first dawning of the United Irish 
League, I find that in those 45 months 
there were 956 agrarian outrages 
Ireland. 
45 months to the end of October last, I 
find that there were about 950 agrarian 
outrages. Of the number of agrarian 
outrages committed since the League 
was started I tind that only 190 cases 
can be attributed to the influence of the 
League, so that the 760 must be attri- 
buted to the agrarian discontent which 
always exists in Ireland, I am sorry to 
say. [An Hon. Member: What are the 
figures of this year ?| 
figures for this year—I have not gone 

Mr. Wyndham. 


in | 


If I take a similar period of | '0e ° ve 
‘inquiry, and I found that there are (4 


I cannot give the 


{COMMOXS} 





the King’s Speech. 


into that point. I am not making the 
case suggested; I am making the case 
that these outrages, such as they are, 


are not directly attributable through- 
out the bulk of Ireland to the United 
Irish League, although undoubtedly 
they are attributable to the League in 
parts. [An IrtsH Member: Will the 
Chief Secretary give us the names and 
numbers of the crimes committed by the 
police, including those of Sheridan {] 
Let me take up another kind of evidence 
—the number of evicted farms in Ireland, 
Since the old Plan of Campaign there 
have been a number of evicted farms in 
the country. There are 2,964, that is 13 
less than last October and 137 less than 
on January 1. 


Mr. DILLON: Do you mean farms 
which are unoccupied ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes. Then take 
the matter which moves most directly 
the United Irish League — namely, the 
grass farms. At this moment there are 
in Ireland 11,999 acres of land 
unlet owing, according to my belief, to 
the action of the League. Last year 
there were 13,370 acres. Even under 
that head the effect of the League in an 
economic sense is not increasing, but, on 
the contrary, is decreasing. 

Let me now come to a matter, to a 
reference which I made in a_ speech 
at Exeter, which has caused some 
confusion—namely, the allusion which 
I made to the number of the branches 
of the League. I spoke of them as 40 
working branches. I was quoting from 
an Irish newspaper hostile to the political 
organisation of the League. It stated that 
there were 40 branches of the League 
in working order. I was advised that I 
was right. I am never ashamed to own 
up when I am wrong. After I delivered 
the speech I made a still more careful 


OTASS 
grass 


branches. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I would be 
glad if the right hon. Gentleman would give 
me an opportunity to prove to him that 
there are over 1,200 branches by evidence 
which he cannot dispute. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Everybody knows 
that there are between 1,100 and 1,200 
branches as political organisations, as 
party machines ; but what I have stated 


‘and state now is that there are no more 


772 





173 


than 7 
pre} udi 
countr’ 


AN 
all. 


Mr. 
the nt 
Clare 
Galway 
eight ; 
each ; 
Rast R 
having 
nomics 
manag! 
of that 
my bes! 
in the « 
sufficie: 
neigh | 
prevent 
to be he 
other } 
denoun: 
to be ac 
any pre 
the dé 
throug! 
time be! 
in Sept: 
two tea’ 
on a |; 
organiss 
Do not 
my wor 
must al 
men 
and if t 
points 
curtails 
dog’s lif 
that on 
For tha 
have bee 


) 


CO! 





Mr. I 
this Oce: 
answer i 


Mr. 
sufficien 
opi nion 
obtain, 
law of 
persons 
obloquy, 








+ the 
case 
are, 

ugh- 

nited 
tedly 
le in 
the 
and 

y the 

an 4] 
lence 
land, 

liere 
1S in 

is 13 
than 


arms 


take 
ectly 
the 
» are 
land 
f, to 
year 
nder 
nan 
t, on 


to a 
eech 
some 
‘hich 
iches 
s 40 
from 
itical 
that 
ague 
vat I 
own 
ered 
reful 
e 74 


d be 
give 
that 
lence 


nows 
/,200 
, as 
rated 
more 





772 








113 Address in Reply to 


than 74 branches which are having a | member of the community. 


{23 January 1902} 





774 
It would 


the King’s Speech. 


prejudicial effect on the economics of the | not be allowed in any civilsied country 


country. 


An Hon. Member: There are none at 
all. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I will give some of 
the numbers in detail. 
(lare seventeen; in Mayo, fifteen; in 
Galway East Riding, nine; in Sligo, 


| 
| 


There are in| 


aight; in Leitrim and Limerick, seven | 


each; in Roscommon, four; in Cork 
fast Riding, three--that is, only three 
having any prejudicial effect on eco- 
nomics ; in Tipperary, Waterford, Fer- 
managh, and Cayan, one each. In view 
of that state of affairs—and I have done 
my best to ascertain the truth—it was, 
in the opinion of the Irish Government, 
sufficient to add extra police, to tax the 
neighbourhood, and to interpose and 
prevent meetings when a meeting was 
to be held in proximity to a dwelling or 
other property of a man who had been 
denounced, and when that meeting was 
to be addressed by some speaker who on 
any previous occasion had indulged in 


the denunciation. That was done 
throughout the autumn, and for the 
time being that seemed sufficient. But 


in September, and still more in October. 
two features emerged, one not new, but 
on a i: and that was the 
organised denunciation of individuals. 
Do not let hon. Members split hairs over 
my words. I do not mean that a man 
must always be named. If two or three 
men come together to denounce him, 
and if their language used unerringly 
points out that man, and_ thereby 
curtails his liberty, and leads him a 


; } 
scale 


wer 
irgel 


dog’s life, they are breaking the law, and 
that man ought to be protected, 


For that, and for that only, seventeen 
have been prosecuted. 


Mr. DILLON: Who were they ? 
this occasion you ought to be able, to 
answer for your Board. 


On 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I consider it 
sufficient answer to say that in my 
opinion and on the best advice I can 
obtain, 


persons to come together to hold up to | 


obloquy, risk, and embarrassment, any 


it is a breach of the common | 
law of this country for two or three | 


in the world. If the hon. Member 
challenges me I will take up the challenge, 
but my hands are tied. Many of these 
cases are sud judice, but with regard to 
one— 


Mr. DILLON: Oh, fire away! Let us 
have the one. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Thereagain I find 
it difficult to proceed as fully as I could, 
for the hon. Member is in prison, and 
here I will content myself by simply read- 
ing his own account of what took place. 
This was subsequent to his indictment, 
He said— 

‘*They went two miles distant to where the 

offender lived, and ‘held a meeting outside his 
very door and denounced him to his face and 
made him shiver.’ ” 
I will not add another word to that. 
J will leave that to the House to consider. 
he second feature which appeared 
during the autumn was an attempt to 
revive perhaps the greatest curse Ireland 
ever suffered under—the Plan of Cam- 
pugn. When the right. hon Gentleman 
the Member for Montrose Burghs wasin 
the place I now hold, he found it 
necessary to prosecute certain persons, 
including members of this House, 
because they took part either in exhor- 
tation to the tenants not to pay their 
rent— 





Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Montrose 
Burghs): Quite true, but my proceedings 
were under the ordinary law. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The right hon. 
gentleman, however, instituted the pro- 
ceedings. It was his duty to institute 
those proceedings. He thought there was 
a fair chance of conviction under the 
ordinary law, and the jury disagreed. I 
do not blame the right hon. gentleman 
at all. Up to a very short time ago I 
should have advised that course. I may 
be attacked for saying it, but I should 
be rather hard of hearing, I should not be 
trying to catch a man for an isolated 
word in breach of the law, but, when 
once action like this ceases to be 
sporadic and becomes general and 
you are apprised of the fact that 
it is restricting liberty and inflicting 
|hardship on your fellow-subjects, any 


2G 


| 
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That is not killing Home Rule with 
kindness ; it is a matter of probity, and 
we are bound todo it under the Act we 
revere. Asa matter of honour we can- 
not intercept the due share of a parner, 
We are an Imperial race, and in our 
colonies and outside our Empire, as in 
Egypt, we have gone beyond arithmetical 
proportion. We have done our best 
to develop the resources of the 
Empire; and, whatever the difficul- 
ties aroused by agitation, I trust we 
never shall be false to our Unionist creed 
Our policy is not that of killing Home 
Rule with kindness, but that of killing 


775 New 


man who is not a cur anda coward 
would not hesitate to take such steps as 
he can to put a stop to this wretched 
form of bullying. On that estate, if 
the Plan of Campaign is revived, tragedy 
will occur. It fills one with sorrow to 
believe that hundreds of poor fellows 
will be turned out again in an agitation 
not undertaken on the merits of the 
agrarian question. The proper course 
to pursue is to try and prevent a man 
from remaining a migratory labourer. 
The Government have not been remiss, 
they are in earnest, and no thoughtful 
man would precipitate such a calamity. 
Assuming that we fail, is a migratory | time with common sense. Harmony 
labourer any worse off than others of | is not between Ireland and this country, 
the class in this country? Are we to|and time must elapse before such har- 
be forced by an agitation deliberately | mony can be secured. And meanwhile 
undertaken for a political object to} we apply ourselves to measures for the 
pledge the credit of the British tax-| encouragement of agriculture, industry 








payers for an unsound scheme, when | 


everybody knows that the borrowing 
powers of the Exchequer react on the 
borrowing powers of every borrower in 
this country? You cannot launch an 
ill-considered scheme in Ireland with- 
out danger to auy  well-considered 
scheme for the housing of the working- 
classes in this country. 


The hour is late’ and I must cease. 
Hon. Members address themselves 
to this question in a way that will | 
never lead to any success. How can you | 
expect those who represent British con- | 
stituences to do otherwise than resent 
this holding of a pistol at the heads of 
those they represent? They handle this | 
question as they do the question of the | 
war, in such a manner as to harden the | 
hearts of British Members and of British | 
audiences to any proposal the Govern- 
ment may make for the benefit of 
Ireland. But we shall persevere in 
making such proposals, though we 
may be accused of vacillating between 
coercion and conciliation, and although 
we may be taunted with seeking to kill 
Home Rule with kindress, our duty to 
Ireland is an absolute duty. It is to do 
our duty under the Act of Union. Ex- 
penditure for any object in this country 
is accompanied by expenditure in due 
proportion for similar objects in Ireland. 
Such questions as education and local 
taxation have never been approached in 
this country unless accompanied by 
similar efforts on behalf of Ireland. 


Mr. Wyndham. 





and education with no ulterior political 
object but in the honest belief that 
honest work sincerely .done is always 
worth any man’s doing. 


Debate adjourned till to-morrow. 
NEW BILLS. 
MERCHANT ree ACTS AMEND- 

Bill to amend the Merchant Shipping 
Acts, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Field, Mr. Clancy, Mr. Patrick O’Brien, 
and Mr. Carew. 

MERCHANT SHIPPING ACTS AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

“To amend the Merchant Shipping 
Acts,” presented, and read the first time; 
to be read a second time upon Wednesday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 49.) 
STEAM ENGINES AND BOILERS (PER: 

SONS IN CHARGE). 

Bill to grant certificates to Persons in 
; charge of Steam Engines and Boilers, 
' ordered to be brought in by Mr. Cameron, 
Mr. Jacoby, Mr. Bell, Mr. Fenwick, Mr. 
John Wilson (Durham), Mr. Paulton, 
Mr. Pickard, Mr. William Allan, Mr. 
Nannetti, and Mr. Levy. 

STEAM ENGINES AND BOILERS (PEB- 
SONS IN CHARGE BILL 

“To grant certificates to Persons in 
Charge of Steam Engines and Boilers,” 
presented, and read the first time; to 
be read a second time upon Wednesday 
23rd April, and to be printed. [Bill 50.] 


Adjourned at Twelve o’clock. 
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Returns, 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 24th January, 1902. 


OFFICE OF LORD GREAT 
CHAMBERLAIN. 


Petition of Sir John James Hugh Henry 


Stewart Murray Duke of Atholl, K.T., 


praying that he may have leave to appear 


and be heard before their Lordships and 
before the Committee for Privileges by 


himself, his counsel, and agents in opposi | 


tion to the claim of the Earl of Ancaster 
to the office of Lord Great Chamberlain of 
England ; read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee for Privileges. 


Petition of George Henry Hugh Mar- 
quess of Cholmondeley, and Charles Robert 
Earl Carrington, G.C.M.G., praying that 


they may have leave to appear before their | 


Lordships and before the Committee for 
Privileges by themselves, their counsel, 
and agents in opposition to the claim 
of the Earl of Ancaster to the office of 
Lord Great Chamberlain of England ; read, 
and referred to the Committee for Privi- 
leges. 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND.) 


Return for the quarter ended 31st 
December, 1901: presented [by com- 
mand], and ordered to lie on the Table. 


House adjourned at twenty minutes 
past 
next, a quarter before Eleven 
o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 24th January, 1902. 





The House met at Three o’clock. 


PETITIONS. 


CRUELTY TO ANIMALS ACT, 1876. 


f¢ Petition from London. for repeal; to 
lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
WIFE’S SISTER BILL. 


Petition from Hurstpierpoint, against ; 
to lie uvon the Table. 


{24 January 1902} 


Lteport, &e. 
MIDWIVES BILL. 


| Petition from Wimbledon, in fa vOUr ; 
| to lie upon the Table. 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING 


ON SUNDAY BILL. 
Petitions in favour ; from Whitchurch, 


Bath, and Ramsey; to lie upon the 
Table. 


LIQUORS 








| 
| 
| SOUTH AFRICAN WAR, 
Petition from Rochdale, for cessation 
| of hostilities ; to lie upon the Table. 

| 


| RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


| 





| 

| HISTORICAL MANUSCRIPTS 
COMMISSION). 
Copy presented, of Calendar of the 
Stuart Manuscripts at Windsor Castle 
| belonging to His Majesty the King, Vol. 
'I.; Calendar of the Manuscripts of the 
| Marquis of Salisbury, K.G., Part IX. ; 
|Calendar of the Manuscripts of the 
|Marquis of Ormonde, K.P? Vol. L.; 
Report on the Manuscripts of the Duke 
|of Buccleuch, K.G., K.T., preserved at 
_Montagu House, Whitehall, Vol. IL. ; 
|Report on the Manuscripts of Colonel 
David Milne-Home, of Wedderburn 
Castle, N.B.; and Reports on Manu- 
scripts in various Collections, Vol. I. 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


(ROYAL 


welve o'clock, to Monday | 


LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACT, 
(EVICTION NOTICES). 
Copy presented, of Return of Eviction 
Notices filed during the Quarter ended 
31st December, 1901 [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


1887 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 

Copy presented, of Report by the 
Chairman of Committees of the House of 
Lords and the Chairman of Ways and 
Means in the House of Commons, under 

|The Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
| land) Act, 1899, that they were of opinion 
that the provisions of the Caledonian 
Railway Order, the Nobel’s Explosives 
Company, Limited (Ardeer Works Water 
Supply) Order, the North British Rail- 
way, (General Powers) Order, the North 
British Railway (Steam Vessels) Order, 
the Renfrew Harbour Order, and the 
Scottish Equitable Life Assurance Society 
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way Questions. 


Order are of such a character that they | 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: There is no point 


ought to be dealt with by Private Bills | of order involved in the question. The 


me not by Provisional Orders [by Act] ; 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 29.] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES.) 


Copy presented, of Diplomatic and | 


Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 
2739 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


AMERICAN MAIL SERVICE. 

Return ordered, “showing vhe number 
of days, hours, and minutes occupied in 
the transit of the Royal Mails, both out- 
ward and inward, carried during the year 
1901 by steamships between Queenstown 
and New York, between Southampton 
and New York, and also between New 
York and Plymouth; the Return to 
specify the names of the steamers and 
to indicate by asterisk or otherwise those 
not carrying mails under contraet.”—(Sir 
John Leng.) 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Resolved, That this House, at its rising 
this day, do adjourn till Monday next.— 
(Sir William Walrond.) 


(3.30.) QUESTIONS. 


South African War—Case of 
Sir Redvers Buller. 

Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.): I beg 
to ask the hon. Member for the South 
Molton Division of Devonshire,} whether 
he intends to move the Amendment to 
the Address standing in his name affecting 
a distinguished general officer. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton) was not in his place to answer the 
question. 

THOMAS 


Mr. DAVID (Merthyr 


Tydvil): On a point of order, may I ask 
whether, when an hon. Member places a 
notice of Motion or Amendment on the 
Paper, unless there is very strong evidence 
to the contrary, it should not be assumed 
that his intention to move it is serious if 
the opportunity to do so arises 





‘rule is that a question may be asked of 
any unofficial Member in reference to any 
proceeding that may stand in his name 
upon the Paper. 


Mr. DAVID THOMAS: Is not the 
Question on the Paper rather a reflection 
on the hon. Member for South Molton 4 


Mr. SPEAKER: I do not so regard it. 
That is a matter upon which any Member 
can form his own opinion. 


Mr. JEFFREYS: May I say, Sir, 
that I wrote to the hon. Member for 
South Molt on yesterday, as [ could not 
find him in the House, and gave him 
notice that I was going to ask hiin this 
question. Arising out of this matter, 
may I ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, having regard to the fact that 
the Amendment atfects a distinguished 
general officer and the discipline of the 
| Army,he will endeavour to make arrange- 
ments for its discussion at the earliest 
possible moment. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREAS- 
/URY (Mr. A. J. Bairour, Manchester, 
E.): The arrangement of A nendments 
to the Address does not depend upon 
;me, but I have to observe that this 
'Amendment stands high among the 
| Amendments on the Paper, and | under- 
stand that the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for South Molton, though he 
‘has had the opportunity of rising, has 
/not yet risen to move it. [| think itis 
unfortunate that an Amendment «f this 
kind should be placed on the Paper 
and then not moved. It should either 
be moved or withdrawn. 


Notification to Foreign Powers of the 
Annexation of the two Republics. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklows 
W.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs, whether the 
annexation of the Transvaal and the 
Orange Free State has been officially 
notified to Foreign Powers. 


*ToE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord 
CRANBORNE, Rochester): It is not the 
practice of this country to notify annex- 
ations to Foreign Powers ; and unless 
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there is some special reason for doing so | The answer to all of them is in the 
no such notification will be made. | negative. 

Peace Negotiations. Boer Prisoners of War. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE(Northampton): 1) Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I 
beg to ask the first Lord of the Treasury, | beg to ask the Seeretary of State for 
whether in the event o a proposal being | War whether lists of the names and 
made by persons who, in the opinion of | nationalities of the Boer prisoners are in 
His Majesty’s Government, are able to! possession of the Government ; whether 
speak for the leaders of the Boer forces} any Foreign Powers have made repre- 
} : y foreig I 
for a conference between a representative | sentations to the Government as to the 
or representatives on their side. and a} prisoners of war claiming foreign 
representative or representatives on the | allegiance; and if so, to what effect, and 
side of this country, in order to discuss | were any such representations in writ- 
terms of settlement, such proposal would | ing; will he state whether officers and 
be entertained. men of the Gloucester Regiment, 

Me. A. J. BALFOUR: The Question ‘formerly prisoners to the Boers in 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Lhe stion | p tS ; 

a ts . | Pretoria, have been selected to act as 
of the hon. Member is of a hypothetical guards to the prisoners in ests: s 
aracter ; ¢ e will find a full state- |?" 1S eerie Sees 
ning eg? a ag oar Majesty’ there any system of independent ins pec- 

ment o 1e@ pos aes: s Malesty’s|.,. ve ox 

ene tion as to the condition and treatment 
Government on this subject in the speech " isoners of war as in British ¢ . t 
of the Prime Minister on the Address in mal ree eee h HOM ay sae 

e . LS 8, \ “Te Sue s Ts e 

the House of Lords, and in the speech i si diate ak all j ‘IL tre: 
cin wale Ck: Siena Yew Celene make compiaints of alleged ill-treatment 
a. tlie or appeal to a superior authority, are 
earner ye records of punishment inflicted on 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: But that is pre-| prisoners of war preserved, how many 
cisely what I cannot find. Cannot the sentences of penal discipline or solitary 
right hon. Gentleman make it clearer confinement, or loss of privileges have 
been inflicted on the Boer prisoners in 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid | Ceylon, and how many such sentences 
that my power of exposition is quite were inflicted on prisoners claiming 
incapable of making clear what the| American, French, Dutch, German, and 
Prime Minister and the Colonial Secretary | Irish nationality. 
only leave obscure. I think that their | 
speeches made the position quite clear. | THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 

. - a" 

Mr. LABOUGHERE: I beg to ask | WAR (Mr. capo roa Guild- 

ea mT... Gait ef S i s 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether, ford): Printed lists of the prisoners of 
ie Sate Shae ‘aheee: the seawiiene| in possession of the Government, 

‘ r l e Sl AS) >] A ‘ Ss | oS a . * 
a . Conona) | giving their addresses, but not their 
between Lord Kitchener and General , +e rete : 
see ale urith a claw ta q | nationalities. Foreign Powers have 
Botha, any proposals with a view to a : ‘ : 
$e, as Deg ag made representations from time to time 
termination of the war nave been th thie Monten OG ith resend 
received, directly or indirectly, by His | 6 elfetgastbvctenase pate yada cio 
| to their ‘‘ nationals ’’ who were prisoners 
Majesty’s Government from any person | : 
of war. These representations were 
professing to have the authority of the : me : . 
> . mostly in writing, and chiefly dealt with 
Boer leaders to make such proposal ; 5 : 

b K t ‘ . J ’ * . “ i 1a rel 
aud. if so, whether His Majesty's Gov their release on parole. Ali prisoners of 
qd, so, S sdjOsty 5 & ia 4 - ° . ae . Neen 
ernment made any inquiries into the agg acid et Hinges 8 

Pa mite . . s ) y pPespec 
nature of the authority in question : and in P . fA a aa “ , ee = 
, i . . nationality. The Gloucester Regiment 
whether any discussions, with a view to satiate. aie aes g ye ‘ 
“ R ‘ ~~ 4 rie as vas 

the settlement of the issue between this en tll y os ts “ a - that 
country and the Boer leaders, are now | UFD Fo Andia - > Prue: aa 2 
|contained many of the men who had 

taking place with any persons professing 
 iclalaiek shew, habia been captured by the enemy. In all the 

) represe 2 Me Tr. F 

|camps prisoners can make complaints 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There are | to superior authority tbrough the camp 
three subsidiary questions contained in}commandant. Foreign consuls have 
the Question of the hon. Gentleman. | had access to prisoners of war claiming 


2H 2 
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their assistance. Records of punish- | 
ments are kept. No information as to 
the fu ther points raised in the last part 
of the question is available. 


Questions. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Are there any 
means by which the records of punish- 
ment can be seen, so as to tell their dis- 
tribution over the various nationalities ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I do not know if 
complete lists can be shown, but I will 
inquire. 


Petition of Boer Prisoners at Bermuda. | 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War; if he can 
state how many Boer prisoners of war at 
Bermuda signed or joined in the petition 
of 24th September last to the military 
governor ; and whether any steps were 
taken to induce the prisoners to sign the 
petition. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Will the hon. 
Member kindly refer to the Paper 
recently presented to Parliament, in. 
which he will find all the information 
available. 


Mr. FLYNN: My Question is based on 
the paper. I want to know what steps 
were taken to induce the prisoners to 
sign the petitition ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: All the informa- 
tion available has been made public. 


Army Pensions. 

Mr. LEES KNOWLES (Salford): 1 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether it is the intention of the 
Government to grant pensions to the 
widows and children of all soldiers who 
have lost their lives while on service in 
South Africa, including those who have 
been killed by accident, or drowned, or 
died of disease contracted in the field; | 
and whether it is also their intention | 
to take into consideration the widows | 
and orphans of such soldiers who were 
not on the married establishment of , 
their regiments. 


Mr. BRODRICK: 


Pensions will be 


granted to the widows and children of | 
all men on the married establishment, | 
including the wives of the Reserve, | 
Militia, 


Yeomanry, and Volunteers | 
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married before mobilization, who have 
been killed in action, or who have died 
of wounds or injuries received on active 
service within twelve months of the re- 
ceipt of the wound or injury, or who 
died of disease medically certified, or 
contracted or commencing while on 
active service within twelve months of 
removal from duty on account cf such 
disease. Cases of drowning will be 
specially considered. The cases of 
widows and children of men not on the 
married establishment are referred to 
the Patriotic Fund Commissioners. 


Questions. 


Alleged Murder by an English Officer. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether his attention has 
been called to the alleged murder of a 
native Boer servant, named Dolly; 
whether he is aware that Lieutenant 
West was tried for the offence and 
acquitted ; will he state whether this 
Officer is yet retained in His Majesty’s 
Service ; and, if so, to what regiment 
he belongs. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have no informa- 
tion on this matter. Ifthe hon. Member 
will furnish me with facts and particulars, 
I will consider whether enquiry should 
be made. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: But facts have 
already been published in the English 
Press. They passed the Press Censor. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am not respon- 
sible for statements that appear in the 


‘Press. The Censors only have to see 
that no information useful to the 


enemy is sent out. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: The question 
is, are the Press Censors doing their 


| duty. 


War Maps. 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War, 
whether the Government will with the 


/next published despatches circulate for 


the use of Members a map of South 
Africa illustrative of the operations in 
the field, showing the places where and 
dates where recent engagements took 
place, and the areas which having been 
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785 Questions. 


be available for re-settlement. 


cleared of the enemy are considered - 
i 


Mr. BRODRICK: I will have maps 
prepared to illustrate the operations | 
in the field and the despatches from | 
South Africa, and will place them in the | 
Library, but it would be premature as | 
yet to accurately define specific areas as 
ready for re-settlement. | 

Yeomanry Training at Aldershot. 

Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE (Essex, | 
Saffron Walden): I beg to ask the | 
Secretary of State for War whether he | 
will state how many Yeomanry there 
are now at Aldershot under training , 
with a view to going to South Africa ; 
how many Officers there are attached to 
this force; how many instructors are 
engaged in training these troops; how | 
many horses there are at present avail- , 
able for use in training this force of 
Yeomanry; and for how many horses 
there is stable accommodation ;_ will 
he say when it is intended to send out 
this force of Yeomanry to South Africa ; 
and can an assurance be given that the 
force will not be sent from home until 
they are all properly trained. 


Mr. BRODRICK: In respect of the 
first paragraph may I refer the hon. | 
Member to my reply to a Question put | 
yesterday by my hon. friend the Member 
for the Basingstoke Division of Hamp- 
shire.t In reply to the second paragraph, 
no Yeomanry will besent toSouth Africa 
until they have been properly trained 
and inspected, and are considered by | 
the Commander-in-Chief to be in all 
respects fit for their duties. 


Arming of South African Natives. 

Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire W.R., | 
Elland): I beg to ask the Secretary of | 
State for War whether the refusal of | 
his Department to supply the House | 
with information as to the number of | 
Natives to whom arms have been given | 
in South Africa arises from want of | 
information or considerations of public | 
policy ; and, if the latter, can he state | 
what those considerations are. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To} 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): Arms are 


t See page 659. 
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given to natives in South Africa only for 
self-protection, and under military con- 
trol. No report is forwarded of the 
number of such natives, and therefore I 
have no information. 


Questions 


Irish Canteen Supplies. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): | beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office, whether he 
is aware that the supplies to the 
canteens in Ireland are charged at 
higher prices by the contractors than 
those formerly paid to Irish firms; 


‘whether he can make arrangements by 


which Irish firms will get a share of 
these contracts ; and whether he will see 


‘that Irish manufacturers will get an 
‘opportunity of tendering for the supply 


of the refreshments supplied to the 
troops in Ireland. 


Lorp STANLEY: As I have ex- 
plained to the House on _ previous 
occasions, the supplies of canteens are in 
the hands of general officers, who are 
alive to the necessity of buying in the 
best and cheapest market. It has 
already been pointed out to them that, 
other things being equal, there are advan- 
tages in favour of patronising local 
firms. 


‘Lough Swilly Forts—Steamship Service. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): [beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that the steamers 
used for towing barges and conveying 
detachments to and from the forts on 
Lough Swilly county Donegal, have been 
charted at Southampton; whether 
tenders were asked for the chartering 
of said steamers; and, if not, whether 
in the future owners of steamers ply- 
ing on Lough Swilly and Lough Foyle 
will be afforded an opportunity of 


'tendering for this service. 


Lorp STANLEY : Tenders were invited 
in 1899 for this service, and the best 
offer was made by a Portsmouth firm 
and was accepted. Offers were obtained 
locally for the same service in 1900, and 
the same boat was taken. In 1901 a 


stronger boat was hired from the same 


firm ; there was no competition. Owners 
of steamers plying locally are at liberty 
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Questions. 
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to offer such steamers to the General| Colony by an educational expert from 


Officer commanding Belfast District. 


this country. The petitioners have been 
| informed to the above effect. The cor- 


Mr. O'DOHERTY: What intimation | respondence on the subject of education 


of the tenders is given locally ? 


Lorp STANLEY: They are advertised 
in the local press. 


Afghanistan—The New Ameer. 

*Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether 
His Majesty's Government have renewed 
to the present Ameer of Afghanistan 
the assurances given in 1881, in 
February 1883, in June 1883, and in 
1885 to the late Ameer. 


ThE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitron, Middlesex, 
Ealing): His Highness Habibula has 
assured the Governor General that he 
will follow in the footsteps of his father 
and will be a friend of his friends. He 
has been informed that the British 
Government will likewise be his friend, 
and will maintain and strengthen the 
friendly ties that unite the two Govern- 
ments. 


Trinidad Schoois. 

*Mr. COMPTON RICKETT (Scar- 
borough): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether any, 
and if so what, reply has been given 
to the petition of the inhabitants of 
Trinidad against the transfer of certain 
of the Government Schools to religious 
denominations ; whether the correspond- 
ence and other Papers on the subject 
ean be produced; and whether an 
inquiry into the condition of education 
in the island will be ordered. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- 
mingham, W.): In a despatch dated 3rd 
September last. | stated my view that the 
proposal to close or transfer certain 
Government Schools should be abandoned 
in so farasit has not already been carried 


into effect, and I am informed by the | 


Governor that no Goverment Schools 
have been closed or transferred. I also 
stated that in my opinion no sufficient 
advantage would at present result from 
incurring the expense of a visit to the 





‘in Trinidad has been very voluminous 
and is not yet concluded. I do not pro- 
pose to lay Papers before Parliament. 


Manchuria—British Policy. 


Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
policy of His Majesty’s Government to 
maintain the sfatus guo in Asia includes 
the status guo in Manchuria. 

*Lorp CRANBORNE: It has been 
repeatedly stated that one of the principal 
objects of the policy of His Majesty’s 
Government in the Far East is the main- 
tenance of the s‘atus quo in China as 
determined by Treaty. 


Russia and the Persian Gulf. 


Mr. JAMES O‘KELLY: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, whether the Persian 
policy of His Majesty’s Government is 
‘consistent with the occupation by 
Russia of a seaport in any part of the 
Persian Gulf; and whether any ex- 
change of views has taken place between 
the two Governments on this subject. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: The occupation 
of a port in the Persian Gulf by any 
Power would be inconsistent with the 
maintenance of the status guo which, as 
I have already informed the House, is 
the policy of His Majesty’s Government. 


German Letters to South West Africa. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, whether the practice 
still continues at Cape Town of opening 


German official letters directed to 
German South-Wet Africa; and 
whether representations have been 


made by the German Government on 
the subject to His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: So far as we are 
aware there is no such practice, and no 
representations in regard to it have 
been made by the German Government 
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Railway Couplings. , *THESECRETARY or STATE For THE 
Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.) : I|HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Ritcuie, 
beg to ask the President of the Board of | Croydon): I am not aware of the verdict 
Trade whether his attention has been | referred to or of the evidence given at 
drawn to the various instances which | the inquest, but from inquiries which 
have occurred lately, notably on the|! have made, I find that Moore, who 
Caledonian Railway at Moss End, Lanark- | was one of about .500 harvesters who 
shire, on the 22nd instant, in which |arrived at Holyhead on the same 
couplings of goods trains have broken, | morning, was not refused admission to 
and one portion of the train has then run | the Holyhead Hospital. That Hospital 
into the other and damage has ensued, | is supported by voluntary contributions. 
and whether he has any official informa- | If Moore had been taken there | am 
tion showing that the reason of couplings | informed that he would have been 
breaking and trains parting, which may | admitted ; as regards the sea-journey, I 
lead to loss of lifeas well as damage, is to understand that, after remaining at the 
be ascribed, as those who manipulate the | station and being attended by two 
trains assert, to the increase in the | doctors, Moore, under medical advice, 
weight of trains and number of loaded | resumed his journey in the afternoon, 
goods waggons and vans; and whether | 4 telegram being sent to Dublin for an 
he will give the matter his attention and | ambulance to be ready on his arrival. 
consult with the principal railway com- 
panies on the subjects in order to avoid | Mr. T. M. HEALY: I make no im- 
further risk to life and property. | putation on the hospital authorities. 
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Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD) Vaccination—Supply of Calf Lymph. 
or TRADE (Mr. Geratp BALrour,; Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS (Salford, N.): 
Leeds, Central) : The Board of Trade | J beg to ask the President of the Local 
have communicated with the Railway | Government Board whether in view of 
Company with reference to the accident | the difficulty private practitioners have 
referred to by the hon. Member. I shall | in obtaining calf lymph as reliable as 
be happy to consult the Inspecting | that issued to public vaccinators, the 
Officers of Railways upon the general | Local Government Board can make such 
subject raised by the question. arrangements that the Government calf 

F ilymph may be obtained by any registered 
Holyhead Hospital. psu ores of medicine for the vaceina- 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the | tion of His Majesty’s subjects. 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- | ; 
ment if his attention has been called to} THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
the verdict of the coroner’s jury in|. GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WaLreR 
Dublin, on 30th November, when a one, Bristol, S.): I can only refer to 
man named Moore, who, returning from | my hon. friend to the answer which 
England to his home, near Castlebar, | I gave yesterday to my hon. friend the 
was removed in a dying condition to} Member for North Islington, to the 
Jervis Street Hospital, Dublin, on the} effect that the organisation of the 
arrival of the boat from Holyhead;| Lymph Establishment is not such as 
whether he is aware that the guard,! would enable me to furnish lymph to 
Mr. Keogh, swore that Moore was | private medical practitioners. 
examined at Holyhead Station by a 
doctor, and refused admission to the 
Holyhead Hospital, and was brought 





Mr. BARTLEY: (Islington, N.): Is it 
not possible to enlarge the estalllsh 





across in the ‘‘Cambria’’; will he as- {ment ? 

certain who is responsib’e for refusing 

this man admission to the Holyhead Mr. WALTER LONG: It has been 
Hospital, and compelling him, while| nearly doubled within the last few 


dangerously ill, to undertake a rough 
sea journey; and, can he state whether 
this hospital is a voluntary or rate-aided 
institution. , 





weeks, and it is impossible at present to 
supply all the lymph required for 
primary vaccination. To supply private 
practitioners would tax the resources of 
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the establishment beyond its power. Irish Agriculture. 

We are doing all we possibly can, and| Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick); 

if we can go further we will do so. I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 

\to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 

Lehud Kerry Harbour. | whether he is aware that the statistics 


Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chief | for 1901 show that the acreage under 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of| crops in Ireland have fallen off by 
Ireland, whether the Congested Districts | 10,887 Acres; and that 12.402 acres 
Board will take the necessary steps to|less of barley and 10,887 acres less of 
improve the entrance to the Harbour! wheat were grown in 1901 than in 1900; 
at Lehud, Derreen, County Kerry, seeing | whether the Government have any 
that the consideration of the memorial) remedy in view to prevent a similar 
addressed to the Board was postponed | increase of permanent pasture land, 
last year, owing, as was stated, to the| amounting to 34,236 acres in 1901, 
state of their funds. | occurring in future years; and whether 

| he is aware that ownership and occupa- 

THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- | tion has encouraged land cultivation on 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam. Dover): The! the Continent. 
question of carrying out improvements at | 
this harbour will be considered by the! Mr. WYNDHAM: It is true that the 
Board. | acreage under the principal cereal crops 

in Ireland was less in 1901 than in the 
Action of Police at Gurteen. | previous year; the estimated yield of 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to| some of these crops, notably oats, barley 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord|and_ potatoes, was, however, greater. 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he is! Flax. I am also glad to observe, shows 
aware that on 3rd January the Police | an increase both in acreage and _ yield. 
cleared the people out of the chapel yard| The increase in permanent pasture in 
at Gurteen, County Galway, placed two/ 1901 as compared with 1900 amounted 
constables to guard the chapel door, and | to 2,927 acres; the figures quoted in the 
refused admission to the people ; whether | second paragraph represent a decennial 
he is aware that the police were in charge | increase. I cannot deal with the other 
of two district inspectors, with Lord | matters referred to by way of reply to 
Ashtown in command; will he state | a Question. 
by what right Lord Ashtown acted in | 


such a capacity; and will a full inquiry | Labourers Cottages at Longford. 
be granted into all the facts and cireum-| Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask the 
stances forthwith. | Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 


oe |of Ireland whether he can state when 
Mr. WYNDHAM: A Court of Petty | the Local Government Board intend to 


Sessions was held at Gurteen on the date | j.cye their Provisional Order for the 
mentioned. An attempt was made to’ erection of the labourers’ cottages in 
interfere with and obstruct the adminis- | | onoford Union inquired into recently ; 
tration of justice by holding a demonstra- | and, with a view to affording the guard- 
tion outside the Courthouse. The people) jans a chance to sell these plots to the 
were quietly dispersed by the police. |}a)ourers in the spring, will he request 
A number of persons entered the chapel ' the Local Government Board to expedite 
yard, wiich is opposite the court, and | 4), 
continued to indulge in shouting and 
groaning, when they were also quietly Mr. WYNDHAM: The draft of the 
moved on by the police. Some of the! provisional Order was sent to the Rural 
crowd entered the Church, but they | pj.trict Council on the 17th instant. 
were not prevented from doing so by | There will be no avoidable delay on the 
the police. The statement that Lord part of the Board in exprditing the pro- 
Ashtown commanded the police is oocdings. § 

without foundation. When the Court : 


the proceedings. 


rose, a meeting, unmolested, was held Mr. J. P. FARRELL: That promise 
in the village. , has been made over and over again. 
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Irish Poor Law Pensions. 
Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid.) : 


gation as to the probable cost to Irish | 
ratepayers in case the Poor Law Super- 
annuation (Ireland) Bill of 1901 became 
Law; and can he state the amount that 
percentage deductions provided by the | 
bill will secure for pensions at 65 years 
of age; the sum necessary to pay said | 
pensions ; and the amount to be defrayed 
by the rates in order to make good the 
shortage. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Full information | 
in respect. of these and other matters will | 
be found in the Actuary’s report, which | 
has been laid on the Table, and will be 
distributed amongst Members in the | 
course of a couple of days. 


Achonry Police Hut. 

*Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord! 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is! 
aware that the landlord of Achonry, 
County Sligo, obtained in 1893 an eject- | 
ment decree against the servants now 
employed in the police hut recently 
ejected at Achonry for keeping a shebeen 
and house of illiame; and whether he 
will cause full inquiry to be made into | 
the matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no informa- | 
tion in respect of the particular allegation 
in this Question. And the reports that 
have been made to me by the County 
Inspector of Constabulary indicate that 
there is no truth in the aspersions made 
on the moral character of the two female 
servants employed at this hut—one a 
woman of 60, and the other, her daugnter, 
Every effort | 
has been made, I am aware, by the) 
United Irish League in the locality, to | 












iforee these women to give up their! 


Hing the lives and property of certain 
individuals. 


*Mr. O’DOWD : 


If I vouch for the 


5 accuracy of the statements contained in 


the Question, will the right hon. Gentle- 
)4an, in the interests of morality, consider 
the matter further ? 
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Blacklion Police Force. 
Mr. McGOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 


I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the|to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can| Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state 
state the result of the actuary’s investi-| how many extra police are at present 


stationed in Blacklion, County Cavan; 
whether any serious crimes or outrages 
have been committed in the Blacklion 
district, or is it in a disturbed condition ; 
and will the cost of these extra police be 


| charged to the district. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Six men of the 


| Reserve Force have been sent to Black- 
lion to afford protection to individuals 
_who were exposed to risk and embarass- 


ment in the pursuit of their lawful 
avocations. One-half of the cost of this 
extra force will be charged to the district, 


Labourer’s Cottages in the Granard Union’ 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask th® 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that in 
order to facilitate the acquisition of land 
for the labourers in Granard Union, on 
whose behalf representations for the 


erection of 60 additional cottages were 


recently inquired into, the Rural District 
Council of Granard have agreed to drop 


| all contentious sites so as to enable the 


Local Government Board to make abso- 
lute their Provisional Order; and will 
he, in order that the labourers may get 
their plots for the coming spring, direct 
the Local Government Board to send 
down an arbitrator forthwith to make 
the necessary awards so that possession 
of the plots may be obtained. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Council was 
requested on the 4th instant to lodge 
with the Board the necessary Map and 
Schedules which are invariably required 
in such cases. When these have been 
furnished, an arbitrator will be appointed 
if they are found to be correct. 


Letterkenny Railway. 
Mr. O'DOHERTY : I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether 
he is aware that the President of 


the Board of Agriculture when at the 
| Treasury received a deputation represent- 


ing, amongst other public bodies, the 
Londonderry Corporation and the Donegal 
County Council with reference to the tax 
of £1,750 paid annually to the Treasury on 
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foot of an advance made on mortgage for | 3,500 of the bulkier packets, which were 
the construction of the Letterkenny Rail- | delivered early the next morning. 


way ; whether the views put forward by 
the deputation for the abolition of this tax | 


have been considered by the Treasury ; | 
and, if so, whether any offer has been | 
made by the Treasury to the railway | 
company working the Letterkenny Rail- | 
way with a view to the working company 
purchasing the railway and thereby re- 
lieving the guaranteeing districts from the 
tax. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): Yes, Sir, my 
predecessor did receive a deputation as 
stated in the question, Their views 
were very carefully considered, and the 
decision of the Treasury was communi- 
cated to the parties concerned in July - 
1900. It was that it would not be in the 
interests of the district concerned that 
the line should he sold to the working 
Company. No such proposal for sale has 
therefore been made to them and it would 
be particularly inexpedient to re-open the 
question now, while the extension line to 
Burton Port is in progress. 


Dublin Post, Office—Delays last 
Christmastide. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether he 
is aware that on the evening of the 23rd 
of December, there was a breakdown 
in the Dublin Sorting Office, and that 
thousands of letters were delayed, and 


that there has hitherto not been any | 


such occurrence at such an early stage 
of the Christmas pressure; can he state 


how many letters for the Dublin districts | 


were leit undelivered on Christmas Day, | 
of the! 


and the cause of the failure 
arrangements to meet with the public 
demands this Christmas. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: It 
is the case that a portion of the cor- 
respondence missed the night mail de- 
spatch from Dublin on the 23rd ultimo, 


| 


Queenstown-—-Christmas Mai] Delay. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, if he ig 
aware that no provision was made to 
meet the American mail landed at 
Queenstown on Christmas Day; ab 
though, if a sufficient staff of sorting 


clerks had been sent to Queenstown on 


that occasion, it would have been pos 
sible to have the mail disposed of on 
the journey up to Dublin, and a delivery 
effected throughout Ireland on St. 
Stephen's morning ; and, seeing that 
as a consequence of this not being done, 
upwards of 1,700 registered postal pac- 
kets, and thousands of ordinary letters 
were delivered a day late, will he take 
steps to provide in future against such 
delay. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
mails brought by the “‘ ‘Teutonic ” reached 
Queenstown Quay at 7.25 am. on 
Christmas Day, and were forwarded by 
the 9.55 a.m. train to Dublin, due there 
at 5.50 p.m., too late to fall into the 
outgoing night mail; but all the cor- 
respondence was sent forward by the 
first despatch on the morning of the 
26th December. It would not have been 
practicable to secure their earlier des- 
patch éven if the special provision sug- 
gested by the hon. Member had been 
made. 


Lighting of Lough Foyle. 
Mr. O'DOHERTY: I beg to ask the 


President of the Board of Trade whether § 









he is aware that the Irish Lights Com- § 


missioners, having received the sanction J rates 


of the Corporation of Trinity House to 


the placing of a gas-lighted sounding | 
buoy to mark the Tuns Bank at the | 
entrance to Lough Foyle, have applied ) 
9 of the | 


to the Board of Trade for their sanction 


| to the placing of said buoy, and can he 


owing to an exceptionally heavy posting 


by the public at so late an hour, that 
the staff, although specially augmented 
for the occasion, was unable to dispose 
of the whole of the work in time. The 


whole of the Dublin correspondence was | 


delivered on Christmas Day, except about 





explain why such sanction has not been | 
accorded to the application, considering | 
that the buoy has beeri asked for by the | 


Bs PaO 


Liverpool Steamship Owners’ Association § 


and others interested in shipping matters. 9 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The pro. | 


posal to mark the Tuns Bank by a gas 
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the new works in the Estimates for 
1902-3, and will be considered in a few 
days by the Board of Trade at a Meeting 
at which the Irish Lights Commissioners 
will no doubt be present. 


Goods Rates on Irish Railway. 
Mr. P. J. O'BRIEN (Tipperary, N.) ; 
[beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether his attention has been 
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Mr, GERALD BALFOUR: 
not. 


Irish Railway Clearing House. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
the staff of the Irish Railway Clearing 
House is being steadily reduced and that 
of the English Railway Clearing House 
greatly increased ; whether he will call 
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Grates covered by the proposal. 


4] to the Commissioners, and the matter is 


qindr which the Board of Trade can be | 
] presented at the inquiry? 


called to the fact of the Great Southern | | the attention of the Irish Railway Com- 
and Western Railway Company’ s inten- | | panies te the result on employment in 
tion to inerease the rates on their goods | | Ireland, where work is scarce, of the 
trafic, including artificial manures and | | Policy which allows through traffic to and 
breadstuffs, to stations in the South of | from Ireland to be cleared in London ; 
Ireland between Dublin and Cork, to|is he aware that the Great Southern and 
the detriment of trade and commerce in; Western Railway Company, since the 
that district ; is he aware that in some | late amalgamation Acts, have all their 
instances the proposed increase is nearly | traffic via Milford, which was formerly 
50 per cent. per ton without regard to cleared in Dublin (except that of the 
equality as to individual localities, the | W aterford and Limerick Company), now 
proposed rate for artificial manures show- cleared in London, and that this change 
ing an increase of 1s. per ton to Nenagh, wone has caused a reduction in the staff 
but only 6d. per ton to Cloughjordan | of the Irish Clearing House: and will the 
station, which is only ten miles nearer | Government do anything to bring pressure 
Dublin, the same discrepancy exist-| bear on Irish railway companies to 
ing in other items of produce to induce them to insist on Dublin clear- 
competitive stations on the line; | @ces for Irish through traffic, so as to 
and. whether, seeing that on the Prevent a further reduction in the a 
amalgamation tis Geek Monthore ployment and salaries of Irish officials. 


and Western Company with the Water- 


of 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The mat- 
ford and Limerick Company the under- if ; . RE? 
Deitine was thet thavs wand he no te ters referred to in the Question are 

apt ne : entirely outside the province of the 


crease of rates but a decrease, he will 
inform the House what steps he will take 
in order to safeguard the public interests 
inthis matter. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
aware of the proposal by the Great | 
Southern and Western Railway Compa ny | 
to increase rates. but the Board of Trade | 
have no detailed’ information as to the 


Board of Trade. and I do not think it 
would be in the interest of the work 
of the Department that I should go out 
of my way to call the attention of the 
Irish ‘Railway Companies to them. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: May I ask whether 
the amalgamation of the railways has 
caused the transfer of a good deal of 
The employment from Dublin to London ; this 
Act of 1900 provides | #8 not a matter which affects the right 


Amalgamation los. Clonal 's Department 
Tr citicak ating charged on the 30th | hon. Gentlemen’s Department. 


June of that year shall not be incre sed | 


| 4 é “IViA ds ) Al ‘O J R: 
directly or indirectly without the consent | Mr. GERALD BALFOUR 
| not. 
of the | Railway and Canal Com missioners. | 
Iam informed that the Railway Com- 


pany has given notice of an application | 


Certainly 


Mr. T. M HEALY: Is there no English 
Minister interested in the subject ? 


therefore not one in which the Board of 
Trade can intervene. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
say. 


I cannot 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: As the increase 


Transfit of Irish Live Stock. 
of rates is general, is there no practice 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether he has 
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consulted with the 
Agriculture in Ireland respecting the | 
exercise of powers given them regarding 
transit; whether they have received 
specific complaints of delay and damage | 


to live stock through the Secretary of | 


the Irish Cattle Traders and Stock- 
owners Association; and whether any 
attempt will be made to compel a, 
minimum rate of speed in the carriage 
of live stock; whether he is aware that | 
the companies are refusing to carry 


live stock unless a consignor signs a| 
contract note relieving the companies 


of liability under the Carriers’ Act; 
and, whether they 
withhold a receipt 


paid by consignors. 


for freight money 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am) 
unable at present to add anything to! 


{COMMONS} 


Department of | tance of this subject of investigation, but 


are empowered to it. 
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|I confess that my instinct is not in five our 
‘of attempting to deal with it by means 
of a Royal Commission. I do not, as at 
present advised, think that the cases of 
cancer and tuberculosis are at all parallel, 


|I think there is no parallel. I think 
the number of great scientific dis. 
coveries which have been made by 


Royal Commissions is probably very 
limited, and that it would probably 
| be better to leave this subject in the 
hands of the medical profession in all 
| countries, whose attention is, and hag 
been for some years past, directed towards 
Of course, if those competent to 
speak for the medical profession in this 
| country take a different view—and they 
}are much more qualified to judge than 
'I am—I have no doubt that that view 
will be brought before tne Government 


the replies I have already made to the | and will receive full consideration. 


hon. Member’s Questions on this subject, 


except to point out that it is clearly | 


impossible to express an opinion upon | 


the purely legal point put to me in the | 


last paragraph of the Question. 


Cancer—Suggested Royal Commission. 

Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, Fare- 
ham): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury w rhether he will consider 
desirability of advising the appointment 


of a Royal Commission on Cancer, on | 


similar lines to that which has been 
appointed to inquire into Tuberculosis. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): Before the right hon. 


Gentleman answers the Question, may | 


directed to a scheme, backed by the 
leaders of the medical profession, for 
the organisation of research in cancer, 
and whether he will wait until ths is | 
fully formed and developed be ore 
committing himself to the costly and 
dilatory process of a Royal Commission ¢ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In answer to 
the hon. Gentleman opposite, I have to 
say that my attention has been called to 
the statement to which he refers. I 
have no other information as to the 
progress which this interesting experi- 
ment in organization is making. I am 
sure I wish it all success. As regards | 
the Question put to me by my hon. 
friend, I entirely agree as to the impor- 


the | 
/not like to touch on at the present 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE: Will the First 
Lord of the Treasury consider the 
advisability of providing a substantial 
Government grant to these in- 
vestigations, in view of the fact that no 


funds are available for the purpose ? 


assist 


Mr. A. J. 


raises a very large issue, 


BALFOUR: The question 
which | should 


moment. The amount of Government 
money given to experiments in the 
country is not very large. Whether it 
ought or ought not to be increased is 


‘certainly a question which I could not 


answer on the spur of the moment It 


: ; , | would require full consideration and 
ask him whether his attention has been | q 


consultation with my colleagues. But 
there has been no application up to the 
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NEW BILLS. 
TRAWLERWS’ CERTIFICATES’ 
SUSPENSION. 

Bill to enable Courts to suspend the 
Certificates of Trawlers convicted of 
Illegal Trawling, ordered to be brought § 
in by Mr. Bignold, Mr. John Edward § 
Gordon, Mr. Catheart Wason, Mr. Weir, 


| Mr. Leveson-Gower, and Mr. Harms- 
worth. 
| 
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TRAWLERS’ CERTIFICATES’ SUS- to assimilate the Law relating thereto 
PENSION BILL. | to that in England,” presented, and read 
“To enable Courts to suspend the | the first time ; to be read a second time 
Certificates of Trawlers convicted of | upon Tuesday 4th’ February, and to be 
Illegal Trawling,” presented, and read printed. [Bill 54.] 
the first time; to be read a second time | 
upon Wednesday 30th April, and to be} ELECTORAL DISABILITIES REMOVAL. 
printed. {Bill 51.] | 









Pill for the Removal of certain Elec- 


CROFTERS HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND). | toral Disabilities, ordered to be brought 
Bill to amend The Crofters Holdings | \” a oa a 
Mitend) Act. 1886, ordered to be Mr. M’Fadden, Mr. Boyle, Mr. Patrick 


brought in by Mr. Catheart Wason, Mr. | O'Brien, Mr. Mooney, Mr. O'Malley, and 


Bignold, Mr. Dewar, Mr. John Edward | Mr. Flynn. 
Gordon, Mr. Leveson-Gower, Mr. Harms- | 


north, and Mr. Weir.4 ELECTORAL DISABILITIES REMOVAL 


BILL. 
(ROFTERS HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) BILL, |‘ For the Removal of certain Electoral 


“To amend The Crofters Holdings | Disabilities,” presented, and read the 
Weotland) Act, 1886,” presented, and | first time ; to be read a second time 
ned the first time; to be read a|UPOR Tuesday 4th February,-and to be 
weond time upon Wednesday next, and | printed. [Bill 55.] 
tobe printed. [Bill 52.] 
PROTECTION OF CANALS (IRELAND). 

FOREIGNERS’ MARRIAGES. | Bill to apply the Canals Protection 
Bill to amend the Law in relation to | (London) Act (1898) to Ireland, ordered 
Marriages between Foreigners and to be brought in by Mr. Farrell, Mr. 
British Subjects, ordered to be brought Blake, Mr. Barry, Mr, Field, Mr Mur- 
in by Mr. Maedona, Mr. Talbot, Mr. | naghan, Mr. Joseph Nolan, and Mr. 
Rothschild, Sir Joseph Dimsdale, Mr. | French. 
thurchill, Lord Hugh Cecil, Sir Albert | 
Rollit, Mr. T. P. O'Connor, Dr. Far-| PROTECTION OF CANALS (IRELAND) 





qwharson Mr. Samuel Evans, Mr. | BILL. 
qidward Morton, and Mr. Schwann. | “a ope ‘Phe: Camade: Proteation 


\(London) Act, 1898, to Ireland,” pre- 
rea : sented, and read the first time; to be 
To amend the Law in relation to | read a second time upon Wednesday, 
larriages between Foreigners and | 19th March, and to be printed. [Bill 56.] 
iitish Subjects,” presented, and read | 
Pe first ti: >; to be read a second time | pygric HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 
yon Mo: 2y next, and to be printed. | (SCOTLAND) ACT (1887) AMENDMENT. 
Bill 53. | 


FOREIGNERS’ MARRIAGES’ BILL. 


Bill to amend The Public Houses 


| 


TRAMWAYS (IRELAND) ACTS |(Hours of Closing) (Scotland) Act 1887, 
AMENDMENT. |ordered to be brought in by Mr. Law, 


; ‘Bill to amend the Law relating to | Sir William Dunn, Mr. Cameron Corbett, 
Hight Railways and Tramways in Mr. Bryce, Sir John Leng. Mr. Orr- 
Heland, and to assimilate the Law re- | Ewing, and Mr. Hunter-Craig. 


ming thereto to that in England, = its caaien on cena 
Brdora, - : i | Y SES ( JR . JOSING 
= © “a — — we =| (SCOTLAND) ACT (1887) AMENDMENT 
)/Voherty, Sir 10mas smonde,| BILL. 


j I. Condon, Mr. Timothy M. Healy, | 


ind Mr. Patrick O’Brien. | “To amend the Public Houses (Hours 
: | of Closing) (Scotland) Act, 1887,” pre- 
FRMWAYS (IRELAND) ACTS AMEND.- | sented, and read the first time; to be 
: MENT BILL, jread a second time upon Wednesday 


| ‘To amend the Law relating to Light | next, and to be printed. [Bill 57. 
filways and Tramways in Ireland, and | 
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SUPPLEMENTARY 


QUESTIONS, 


While the Motions for leave to intro- | 


duce the Bills were being made, 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8S.) 
said that he had failed to catch the 
Speaker’s eye at the close of Questions, 
and that he wished to address a 
supplementary ‘}uestion to the Secretary 
of State for War, to whom he had given 
notice of the Question. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I am afraid the hon. 
Member is too !ate now. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Then, Sir, 
I am the victim of my own courtesy. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I am afraid the hon. 
Member is rather the victim of an un- 
usual want of activity on his part. 


ADDRESS IN REPLY Ti) HIS MAJESTY’S 
MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


[SeventH Day’s DEBATE. ] 
IRISH LAND QUESTION. 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment [23rd January] 
to Main Question | 16th January], “ That 
an humble Address be presented to His 
Majesty, as followeth :— 


“6 Most Gracious Sovereign, 


‘“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Lreland, in 
Parliament assembled, beg leave to offer 
our humble thanks to Your Majesty for 
the Gracious Speech which Your Majesty 
has addressed to both Houses of Parlia- 
ment.” (Colonel Harry M‘Calmount.) 

And which Amendment was, at the 
end of the Question, to add the words— 


“But we humbly represent to Your Majesty, 
that the refusal of Your Majesty’s Government 
to hold out any hope to the people of Ireland of 
a settlement of the Irish Land Question by a 
comprehensive measure of compulsory sale of 
the landlord’s interest to the occupying tenants, 
and by the re-organisation of the Congested 
Districts Board with larger resources and with 
compulsory powers of acquiring land, has given 
rise to widespread discontent and agitation in 
Treland ; that the (;overnment of Ireland, instead 
of applying itself to the removal of the griev. 
ances under which the people suffer and so abat- 
ing the causes of reasunabie discontent and of 


{COMMONS} 
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| agitation, have after a period of nine years and 
| at a time when Ireland is absolutely free from 
| agrarian crime, put a criminal -tatute of an 
exeptional description once more in operation 
| suppressed the right of free speech, dispersed 
| legal and peaceable meetings with unprovoked 
| and brutal police violence, an t used Court- pre- 
| sided over by magistrates removeable at the 
pleasure of the Hxecutive to send to goal with. 
out fair trial Members of this House and other 
citizens of treland tor no other offence than 
asserting their right to address their constitu. 
ents and fellow-citizens in public meeting 
ssvembled ; and finally to represent to Your 
“ajesty that the Government of Ireland is not 
supported by th» opinion of the vast maj rity 
of the people of Ireland, and that the condition 
of that country demands the serious and 
immeciate attention «of Parliament, with a view 
to the establishment of harmony between the 
‘Government and the great majority of the 
peeple.” (Vr. John Redmond.) 


Question again proposed, “* That those 
words be there added.” 


(4.15.) Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liver 
pool, Scotland) said lie sympathised 
to some degree with the idea which 
permeated the speech of the right hon. 


and gallant gentleman the Member 
for North Armagh. There was a 


certain sense of weariness with repeti- 
tion of the theme which was being 


discussed. It was pretty much the 
same topic; to a large extent there 


were the same arguments put forward 


by the same prominent actors in the 
scene. The right hon. and _ gallant 


Gentleman was especially uniform in 
his attitude for the principles he pro- 
\fessed and fhe remedies he proposed 
for the existing state of things were 
exactly identical with those he had 
‘been putting forward for the last 15 
or 16 years. He could, therefore, easily 


understand that to the superficial 
observer the debate appeared of a 


somewhat unreal. acade nic, and almost 
threadbare character. But in_ his 
opinion that was an entirely false view; 
he held that in time to come the debate 
would be re rarded as historic and epoch 
making in the progress of Ireland 
towards the settlement of the land 
question. 

The most remarkable thing about 
the debate to him was the extra 
ordinary concurrence of testimony and 
opinion with regard to the main features 
of the discussion. The right hon. and 
| gallant Member for North Armagh was 
| absolutely alone among the representa 
tives of Ireland in his attitude towards 
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the land question, and in his views of 
the present position of the Irish land- 
lord. The right hon. Gentleman 
expressed somewhat —he feared — in- 
sincere commiseration over the rapidity 
of the conversion of the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone, but he ventured to 
think that the conversion of the hon. 
Member for North Antrim had been 
even more rapid. The hon. Member 
for North Antrim, indeed, made a 
mockery of the whole position of the 
Chief Secretary. He dealt with the 
statement of the right hon. Gentleman 
that the House would never accept the 
principle of compulsory purchase, and 
he pointed out how experience had 
proved that these declarations of in- 
possibility had a few years later been 
followed by the concession of the 
principle. And so in this demand for 
compulsory purchase the Chief Secretary 
had now to face a united Ireland. ‘There 
never yet had been and there never could 
be a demand for reform made by a 
wited Ireland, united in all its parts, 
its parties, and its creeds, which that 
House would be finally able to oppose. 
Therefore, he thought this debate had 
advanced compulsory land purchase very 
considerably by the revelation of the 
fact that even so strong a party man 
as the hon. and learned Member for 
North Antrim was compelled to join 
hon. members on those Benches in 
denunciation and disapprobation of the 
plicy of the Chief Secretary in regard 
to it. 


He congratulated the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary on the 
tone of his speech; it was a striking 
contrast to some he had _ recently 
delivered in the country. It was to be 
regretted that the right hon. Gentleman 
ft himself at liberty to make the 
observations he had done with regard 
tohon. Members sitting on the Nationalist 
Benches. He had never yet been able 
tounderstand why it was deemed to 
be within the decencies of parliamentary 
warfare that Irish Members should be 
reproached with the fact that they are 
poor in means and that they receive 
their sustenance for political service 
fom their constituents. That was not 


to them a humiliation ; it was their 
boast and their pride and he wanted to 
know by what law of etiquette, polite- 
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ness and yood taste, reproaches were 
made by Irish Members which would be 
scouted as indecent by the House if they 
were levelled against any other body 
of the members. There was no man 
who stood higher in the estima- 
tion of the House than the hon. Member 
for Morpeth ; yet he sat there by the 
assistance of the men who supported his 
candidature for Parliament, and anyone 
who dared to mention the fact in terms 
of insult and reproach would at once be 
called to order. He was unable to see 
why what would be resented in the case 
of an English Member should be deemed 
to be permissible in the case of an Irish 
Member. 


Now he came to the substance of 
the speech of the Chief Secretary, and 
he maintained that on the question of 
the futility of the present Land Acts and 
the ultimate advent of an occupying 
ownership, and on the absence of crime 
in Ireland, that speech was exactly the 
same in substance as the speech of his 
hon. and learned friend the Member for 
Waterford. Take the futility of the 
present land system. He knew of no 
condemnation more powerful and terse 
than that of the right hon. Gentleman, 
who on the preceding night drew a 
picture of Ireland showing that both 
landlords and tenants were being equally 
drained of money by the costs of un- 
necessary litigation entailed by the Land 
Acts. At the time the present First 
Lord of the Treasury was Chief Secretary 
for Ireland, he constantly twitted the 
Nationalist Members with never bringing 
forward anything like practical proposi- 
tions. Yet they had the fact that the 
position which to-day was the practical 
policy of all parties in the State, viz., 
peasant proprietary, afforded the only 
final and just settlement of the Irish 
land question, and that was the doctrine 
which was preached from the Irish 
Benches 22 years, and had been con- 
sistently advocated ever since. What 
did the right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary say with regard to the speech 
of the hon. Member for North Antrim ? 
He said they differed as to the methods 
but they agreed as to the goal. Did 
anyone think that the citadel of land- 
lordism, the very key of which was 
given up by its own defenders, was going 
to stand this last assault upon it? No, 
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landlordism was doomed. 
state of affairs in East Down! The 
feeling of political dislike and odium for 
the Nationalist party which was enter- 
tained by the right hon. and gallant 
Member for North Armagh was very 
much more akin to affection than was his 
feeling towards the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone, who had been denounced as the 
worst enemy of the Government and a 
very effective enemy of the Union. 
Yet in the Unionist-Protestant-Ulster 
constituency of East Down, though hon. 
gentlemen opposite hated the very name 
of the hon. Member for South Tyrone, 
they had not the courage to put up a 
single man in the House of Commons to 
speak against him. Where was the 
learned gentleman, recently elected a 
judge, who graced those Benches a short 
time ago? He himself had seen the hon. 
gentleman in the lobby, like the Peri at 
the gate of Paradise, looking into the 
Assembly which was no longer honoured 


by his graceful and convincing manners. | 


Why had he not stood again, as he could 
stand, for his constituency, or why had 
he not got some one else to stand against 
the candidate of the hon. Member for 
South Tyrone, whom he had denounced in 
no sparing terms ? Why had not the Chief 
Secretary, with § Attorney-Generalships, 
Solicitor-Generalships, and Judgeships in 
his gift, been able to summon from. 
Ireland a single man to bear the standard 
of the Government and of voluntary 
purchase against the hon. {Member for 
South Tyrone? What did it mean? 
It meant that the Government had given 
up the fight on this question, and the 
only person to keep them in counten- 
ance was the somewhat forlorn and anti- 
quated and anachronistic figure of the 
hon. and gallant gentleman the Member 
for North Armagh. 

He took issue with the Chief Secretary | 
also, on the merits of the question. 
What were the merits in the case of 
the De Freyne estate? There they had 
an object lesson of the present position 
of the Irish land question. They 
had a voluntary purchase system in 
all its nakedness and all its glory, and 
yet the Chief Secretary did not traverse | 
the essential facts advanced by the hon. 
Member for Waterford, that high rents 
were demanded for patches of land with 
miserable dwellings, and that the small | 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 
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crops, being insufficient to pay them, the 
tenants had to go over to I ngland to 
reap the harvest there and bring the 
money back in order to pay their land- 
lords. There was no part of the world 
in which the English tongue was spoken 
which did not pay that tribute to the 
Irish landlords. The English and Scotch 
labourer had their sources of employ- 
ment diminished and their wages 
reduced in order that the Irish labourer 
might get enough to pay his landlord. 
The Irish in America and in Australia 
also joined in paying the annual tribute 
to the Irish landlord, but he was glad to 
believe that that would soon be a thing 
of the past. The Chief Secretary, in lan- 
guage almost pathetic, had appealed to 
the Nationalist Members not to carry on 
the combination on the estate which had 
been started—not by hon. Members be it 
remembered—but by the tenants them- 
selves, who were threatened with eviction 
from the small holdings which constituted 
their only dweliing-place in Ireland. Was 
not that an admission in the strongest 
form that these unfortunate tenants were 
paying an excessive rack rental, not 
upon the soil upon which they dwelt, 
but the labour which they gave to the 
Scotch and English landlords? Yet the 
right hon. Gentleman was prepared to 
continue that state of things, when by 
an Act of Parliament of ten lines he 
could put an end to itfand give the 
people all the benefits in property, life 
and labour given by the Congested 
Districts Board. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover) said 
that his argument was, that if com- 
pulsion were applied it would not 
improve the position. 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR said on the one 
side they had these miserable. unfertile 
patches, while on the other were these 
immense grazing lands which were 
devoid of human habitations. The basis 
of the Irish contention was that these 
migratory labourers should be made 
peasant proprietors, and in that way by 
settling the people on these grazing 
lands the congested districts could be 
made districts inhabited by people with 
good holdings. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had asked was there any precedent 
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for compulsion. That was a most extra | 
ordinary question. Compulsory purchase | 
-of land was the best established principle | 


in the country. Let a railway want 
land, or a County Council want land, 
and compulsory powers were at once 


resorted to to acquire it. In fact, all they | 


had to prove in order to establ.sh the 


right to purchase compulsorily was that | 


it was fora great public or national good. 
In France, at the time of the Revolution, 
they took compulsory powers with 
something superadded, which he did 
not propose to advocate; in Germany 
they had compulsory land purchase, 
and both those countries had been 
transformed into lands smiling, fertile, 
and rich, in place of being lands 
inhabited by ragged and _ shivering 
slaves. The right hon. Gentleman also 


_asked the hon. Member for Waterford 


whether Parliament had the time to do 
this. That was the whole case of the 
Irish party. Parliament had neither 
the power, capacity, nor the time to deal 
with this question, so that the right 
hon. Gentleman’s remarks, instead of 
being an extenuation, were an aggrava- 
tion of the position which he had got up 
to defend. The right hon. Gentleman 
also set up an old argument in a new 
form. Heasserted that it would be to the 
advantage of a poor country like Ireland 
tobe united toa rich and a mighty one like 
England. Those who represented Irish 
constituencies thought very little of that 
argument. Since the financial relations 
had been discussed, they found, exactly 
as Dr. Johnson found, Tory as he was, 
that the unity of the two countries 
would be to the plunder and poverty of 
Ireland. The right hon. Gentleman 
further said that Ireland required the 
advantage of the common exchequer 
to carry out the scheme of compulsory 
land purchase, but if self-government 
were given to Ireland she would carry 
out the scheme without a penny of 
British money. Amongst the local 
bodies of the world that stood highest in 


credit were the local bodies of Ireland. | 


The Dublin Corporation could borrow 
money at a lower rate than the Corpora- 
tions of any cities of the United King- 
dom. He challenged denial to that 
statement. Every penny that had been 
advanced by the public purse to the 
tenantry of Ireland had been repaid 
with most scrupulous punctuality. 
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The right hon. Gentleman, referring 
to the De Freyne estate, said that the 
proper course to pursue was to try and 
prevent the men remaining migratory 
labourers. ‘That was exactly the policy 
of the Nationalists, but how were they 
to be prevented from being migratory 
labourers if the landlord was to be 
allowed to extract from these men 6s. 8d. 
in the £, more than was paid by their 
neighbours? Every argument which the 
right hon. Gentleman had used in 
favour of the De Freyne estate was a 
confirmation of the application which 
the Nationalists made. 


On many points the right hon. Gentle- 
man was in practical agreement with the 
hon. Member for Waterford. In regard 
to crime in Ireland there was no great 
difference between them, yet one read 
‘Crime in Ireland” in large leaded 
letters in every paper in England. In 
1886, when he commenced to address 
meetings in England, he obtained some 
indication of the feeling which these 
statements used to create in this country. 
Once in Lancashire, where he was 
entertained very hospitably, the lady 
with whom he had stayed had had an 
Irish gentleman stopping with her, who 
had been speaking in the district, and she 
had told him (Mr. O’Connor) that she 
found her children were actually safe in 
the presence of an Irishman! That was 
the inevitable consequence of the 
travesty of the reality of Irish social 
life, which the Chief Secretary of that 
day had endeavoured to instil into the 
minds of the people of this country. If 
the riot which had taken place at Bir- 
mingham had taken place in Ireland, 
there would in the first place have been 
250 heads broken, and 40 or 50 pro- 
secutions, and 150 added to the number 
of agrarian outrages in the Blue-book, 
and no official inquiry at all. Lawless- 
ness in Ireland was due more to the 
Government of the country than the 
people. The right hon. Gentleman 
spoke of the extent of intimidation in 
Ireland, and referred to the Members 
of this House whom he was going to 
send to gaol. What did intimidation in 
Ireland amount to. That it was held 
right, when there was a just attempt 
to transform the land system of the 
_country from its intolerable position, 
'to bring the force of public opinion to 
' #3 
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bear upon the men who put themselves ; 
in the hands of the enemies of the 
rights of the people? That was absurd ; 
if the right hon. Gentleman had found 
the people of Ireland asking for the 
names of the men it would be a differ- 
ent matter. There never was a Trade 
Union tyranny or agrarian tvranny in 
Ireland or elsewhere, that in its relent- 
lessness and cruelty could approach that 
of medical or legal etiquette. Medical 
etiquette had been responsible for thou- 
sands of lives in this country. [Cries 
of ‘‘No,no!”] That was his statement, 
and, of course, doctors would deny it. 
He said the same thing with regard to 
the Legal Trade Unionism. While 
medical men and lawyers could estab- 
lish Trade Unions for the keeping up 
of their fees and the privileges of their 
class, the one person who was to be 
denied the same protection was the 
poor cottar of Ireland who came to 
earn the 30s. that he paid to his landlord. 


The right hon. Gentleman had been 
unable to bring forward a_ single 


instance to show that that was not-so. 
If from 1800 to 1845 the tenants had 
formed the combinations which were 
formed in 1880 and onwards, and they 
had declined to play the game of the 
landlords. a million people would not 
have died of hunger as they did. 

The right hon. Gentleman made a dis- 
tinction between crime and crime which 
was by no means a technical one; he 
had spoken of overt crime, by which he 
meant violence either to person or to 
property, and he had spoken of the 
crime of intimidation, which he had so 
distinguished from overt crime. ‘There 
was no overt crime in Ireland practically, 
and the crime which they had to deal 
with was the crime of social ostracism. 
The right hon. Gentleman had said it 
was a crime against the common weal. 
Who were the best judges of the common 
weal? The people of the country! 


When a crime against the common weal | 


was brought to the Courts, the only way 
to try it was by the representatives of the 
common weal, that was to say twelve men 
in the jury box; they were the only people 
who could try it; it was not the gover- 
nors of the country. ‘The rapidity of the 
progress of the right hon. Gentleman 
was one of the most remarkable pheno- 
mena in political psychology. The right 
Mr. T, P. O'Connor. 
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hon. Gentleman was originally one of 
the most ingenuous and generous men, 
as limpid and as clear as an inland lake 
under an April sun; yet on the previous 
evening, without a smile, without even a 


look that would betray the absurdity of 


what he said, or a blush to show that he 
felt conscious of what he was doing, the 
right hon. Gentleman had said he would 
not comment uponthe cases against hon, 
Members who sat upon the Nationalist 
Benches because his tongue was tied, as 
the cases were sub judice. The artistic 
skill with which that was done com- 
manded his (Mr. O’Connor’s) admira- 
tion. The right hon. Gentleman had 
in Ireland a number of persons who, 
under the name of resident judges, 
were far more his servants than the 
footmen who stood behind his carriage, 
if he were blessed with such an appur- 
tenance. If the right hon. Gentleman 
had a good cook, he was conscious of the 
fact that she could leave him and take 
another place at a moment’s notice, but 
these poor wastrels of an abandoned 
career, these broken-down barristers, 
doctors, and militia officers, who were 
sometimes cashiered and sometimes not, 
had no other resource in the world than 
the fees given by the Government of Ire- 
land for the purpose of gilding despotism 
under the name oflawand order. These 
resident judges—resident magistrates— 
were removable by the right hon. Gentle- 
man and were dependent for the bread 
eaten by their wives, their children, and 
themselves, on the mercy of the right 
hon. Gentleman, who could give them a 





pension or refuse them a pension, who | 
could increase their salary or reduce it; | 


who could give them a good district! or 
a bad district; an old age of comfort 
and opulence or an asylum in the poor- 
house; and these were the men who 


were put forward before the House § 
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of Commons as judicial  officers— @ 

impartial, independent, conscientious, put of 
judical officers, whose solemn and im- might 
partial verdict was to be taken in case the gre 
of a dispute between their master and given ti 
his political opponents. This was the it—and 
matter upon which the right hon. Gen- § alge 
tleman with such delicacy would not et ol 
‘touch because it was sub judice/ If goof all | 
they were to have despotism in Ireland. § tallest 
‘let them have bare, bald despotism, . id 
undisguised by the jargon of legal terms. Bao, | 
| nglanc 
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Was such a state of things good for 
Ireland? When he heard English 
members chortling and cheering at 
statistics of the prosperity of lreland, his 
heart grew cold. When he, who knew 
the real state of the country, remem- 
bered the tragedy of Irish life, with its 
separation ,debt,and exile,and then heard 
men talk about the prosperity of Lreland, 


Address in Reply to 


to make the Irish case understood. The 
Chief Secretary had lectured Nation- 
alists on the danger of agitation, and 
had implied that if they would only 
speak soothingly and quietly, and coo 
like doves, they would get everything 


they wanted. Did the right hon. 
Gentleman really believe that? He 


(the hon. Member) challenged any man 
to mention a single Irish reform that 
had been carried in Parliament except 
as the result of fierce, violent, and 
almost revolutionary agitation. That 
was not a desirable state of things, and 
one of his strongest reasons for wishing 
to see Ireland governed by an Irish 
Assembly was that such a body could 
and would be approached constitutionally , 
whereas now the governing body 
could be approached only when 
an trish movement rode on _ the 
storin of a great and violent agitation. 
Was that state of things good for 
England? The Irish question was the 
spectre that haunted England in every 
part of the world. His hon. friends 
whofhad recently returned from America 
could tell &he House that the greatest 
obstacle to a good understanding between 
England and the United Estates was 
this same open sore. 

Was it good for the House of Commons ? 
There had been conditions under which 
the Irish Party could make and un- 
make Ministries. The first time the present 
Prime Minister held office it was at the 
gift of the Irish Party. Such a time 
might come again. This power over 
the greatest of Imperial concerns was 
given to Irish Members, and they used 
it—and rightly—with a view to the 
interests of their own country and not 
those of England, but they were deprived 


jf all power of dealing with even the 


smallest affairs of Government in their 
country. That 
things as much to the prejudice of 
England and the! British Empire 
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was a state of | 
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generally, as of Ireland, and therefore, 
every man of sound sense, whether he 
was English or Irish, ought to do his 
best to bring it to an end. 


*(5.5.) Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, S.) 


said he approached the consideration of 


this Amendment with a different spirit 


; : |and with a far different purpose from 
he almost despaired of being able ever | 


that which animated the hon. Member 
for the Scotland Division of Liverpool. 
He might say at once in order to 
satisfy the hon. Member's curiosity, that 
his position with regard to compulsory 
purchase was diametrically opposite to 


that of the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone, who had started a candidate 
against him in South Antrim. He 


deeply regretted he could not repudiate, 
in every particular, the other clauses of 
the Amendment. The policy and ad- 
ministration of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment in Ireland were not received with 
satisfaction and approval by those on 
whose behalf he was speaking. He had 
elsewhere criticised the Irish administra- 
tion, and therefore he felt bound to 
state that what had occurred during the 
last six months in freland had increased 
rather than diminished the anxiety and 
apprehension which the condition of 
certain portions of Ireland awakened 
last year. He admitted that the statistics 
of agrarian crime last year and at 
the present moment were, when com- 
pared with those of 1887, of a favourable 
character, and if he believed that those 
statistics presented any accurate indica- 
tion of the state of some parts of Ireland, 
he would not have troubled the House 
with a speech. But there was high 
Parliamentary authority for the state- 
ment that when Ireland was subject to 
an agrarian agitation its condition could 
not be accurately judged by the statistics 
of crimes, agrarian or otherwise. ‘Those 
statistics might be an accurate represen- 
tation of overt acts, but they were not 
and could not be an accurate indication 
of the organised intimidation which was 
always the consequence of agitation when 
successfully established. The First Lord 
of the Treasury when introducing the 
Criminal Law Amendment Act in 1887; 
laid special emphasis on that fact, for, he 
said, he did not rest his case on statistic 
or agrarian crime in Ireland, and quoted 
the opinion of Mr. Gladstone that the 


212 
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one of the Members of the tribunal wag 
deputed to see Mrs. Considine and arrange 


*nount of agrarian crime must be taken 


Into consideration in conjunction with 
Its source and character with what it | matters in accordance with the view of the 
indicated and what it meant. The First | Branch. Then they went on to consider 
Lord went on to say that he did not think | the case of an Ennis shopkeeper who had 
the amount of crime in Ireland taken by | sold a mowing machine to a farmer who 
itself was a trust worthy indication of the | was boycotted, and what was the excuse} 
state of the country. People who had | The shopkeeper’s excuse was that he had 
lived in disturbed districts in Ireland | received nointimation of a boycctt having 
would testify that a district might be | been placed upon this man, but it was 
absolutely free from the commission of perfectly evident that if official informa- 
overt acts, and yet be so thoroughly tion had been sent to him he would not 
under the influence of organised intimi- have supplied the machine to the farmer. 
dation that every circumstance of life In another case, the man summoned 
was carried on subject with the sanction , before the Committee did not appear, and 
of tho-e who directed and controlled the by his absence it was taken that he had 
agitation. no defence to make, and he was 
In orderto illustrate the condition, condemned. In another case the tenant 
of many portions of Ireland at the on one estate who broke the combination 
present moment, he would adopt the agreed to by the other tenants, appeared 
method taken by the First Lord of the before the Committee of the League, and 
Treasury in establishing his case for the apologized for what he had done; and he 
Criminal Law Amendment Act. The, was let off with a caution. He had 
right hon. Gentleman, on that occasion, another half-dozen cases which he could 
said he would prove his case from the quote presenting practically the same 
ample and overflowing material in the interference _ with the individual 
reports of local newspapers in Ireland; liberty and influence on the relat ons 
and he selected one particular paper between landlord and_ tenant, shop- 
circulating in one particular district,from keeper and customer, labourer and en- 
which he invited Members of the House | ployer, and, to quote the words used by 
of Commons to picture to themselves the the First Lord of the Treasury in the 
conditions of life, not only in that special case of the Criminal Law Amendment 
district. but in many other districts in Act :— 
Ireland. Following that example,hewould “The interest lies in the fact that they are 
take a paper circulating in County Clare  altsken rem one isn of ove newspane a 
—the Clareman. He selected that district | had been commenting upon.” 
because he nad already dealt with County 
Sligo, and also because, on the previous 
night, the Colonial Secretary had said 
there were only 17 active branches on 
the League in County Clare. In the! vould quote the following passage from 
Clareman of January 4th, the reports | 4). Zpish People of January 18 . wink 
f 30 branches of the League appeared. | a ee ee ee 
~ tes ASCE SPPCOrCK. | stated that— 


He would not trouble the House with Sa eT 
them all, but simply give illustrations from | ing of the Disislooes Benank of the Leni 
one or two. The Ennis Branch met, and | and surrendered their farms, in all, about 2,000 
the first business was a charge against | acres.” 

Mr. Enright, of giving work to a man| He mentioned this case to show 
who had violated the rules of the United that outside the area of Shgo, Ros 
Irish League. Mr. Enright explained common and Mayo, the influence of 
that he was not and had not been giving the United Irish League had a most 
employment to this man for 14 months. | potent effect in determining all contracts 
That was considered satisfactory by this) and relations between landlord and 
tribunal and he was allowed to go scot tenant, and the evidence which he had 
free. The next case was that of a Mrs. laid before the House was an ample 
Considine, who had served an ejectment | justification for the speech which the 
order on a tenant who declined to pay | hon. and learned Member for the City 
his rent. After considerable discussion, | of Waterford made in the United States 
Mr, Macartney. 


Before passing away from the con- 
dition of Clare he wished to take an 
|instance from Tipperary to show the 
sporadic growth of this agitation. He 
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last autumn, in which he was reported | their own weight ; but that was a hope not 
to have said, that : — shared in Ireland by anyone outside the 
“Probably the unwritten law will be tried | Castle. It might be argued that the 
first. herein to see, a — ~peets in | Government of that day were entitled to. 
the United Irish League. 1en they will compel oi : ORES ss : 
the breaking up of these best grass lands. The givethis policy 6 trial, and togiv ethe policy 
unwritten law is already in operation since the of laisser faire a run for its money. Well, 
establishment of the League. The unwritten law | it hada run, but at whose expense? Why, 
has become so strong hat many of the grass | at the expense, not of those who promul- 
land owners are giving up their holdings to be ted t&. b t tha leeabasll ope 
divided amongst the people.” ae wise = . rae mB: iding —— 
" " — of the country w sire ye Ww 
He would not discuss with his right 6 esac negenee eagpliter soe 
Ay 2, | the law. and looked to the law to protect 
hon. friend whether the area over which a ae 
eter : them. Ifthe awakened energy of Dublin 
this agitation extended was as large as | Gq +s ; - 0 
Rare : astle was suflicient to restore to indi- 
he believed it to be, or as circumscribed | —. wane 
viduals in Sligo, Roscommon, and Clare, 


a he preferred to make it. He con- ae ae : 

tended ‘chat organised intimidation of | —— — their right piston ie 
this nature producing the state of things | ta oe ie apg then he ould “9 
which he had described, ought not and | oy sae pemeen: ty cuerieen 


wuld not be tolerated, although it might his right hon. friend, though he was ab- 
eoniived to cue daieie. Vaid was solutely unable to attach the same weight 
the policy which he understood that his ‘°. the distinction between the United 


right hon. friend adumbrated at Belfast. 2 xm ae — = —— League, 
What he and the people, who lived in ae 

those districts, complained of wasthatthis His right hon. friend was now engaged 
agitation had been allowed to grow and_ in a conflict of a very serious character. 
develop and establish itself until a few He was engaged in a conflict with 
weeksago the League thoughtitself strong the unwritten law of the United Irish 
enough to start a definite agitation League, which could not end until either 
against the payment of rent. The the law of the League was supreme or 
House would be very wrong if it sup- the law of the land was supreme. The 
posed that this was the first occasion in right hon. Gentleman was going to rely 
which the United Irish League had upon the common law of the land, and 
exercised its energies in the direction of to rely upon police protection in the 
illegal pressure. It was perfectly true first instance. Ihe right hon. Gentleman 
that the League was ostensibly started haa stated that when a district was so 
in 1898 for breaking down the system under intimidation that the liberties of 
of eleven months grazing, but from its individuals were crippled, he would flood 
earliest moments its leaders, both inside that district with extra police, and put 
and outside of this House, never hesi- the charge upon the district. It was a 
tated to declare that the object and the policy which punished the innocent as 





J policy of the new League were precisely well as the guilty, the law-abiding citizen 


similar to the objects of the old Land as well as the law-breaker. In some 
league, and it was organised by the cases, nine-tenths of the extra charge 
ame men who knew the methods by would be paid by the very men who 
which the authority of the old League were the victims of the agitator as well 
was established. If the authority of asthe law-breaker. Further than that, 


Athe Irish National League had been police protection might possibly be of 
Sestablished without the commission of some avail in the case of a large grazier. 


those crimes which dogged the footsteps He is a substantial man, and if you spend 


jo the Irish National League, it was thousands of pounds he may be able to 


principally owing to the fact that there carry on his business; but the case was 
was no opposition offered to it. The quite different when it came to protecting 
agitators had established the authority a small shopkeeper or a labourer, or any 


of the League principally on account of man of humble position who had been 


the attitude adopted by the Irish Govern- drawn into the net of boycotting which 
ment. It was the confident hope of the surrounded all who opposed the United 
lish Government that the illegal actions Irish League. The Chief Secretary had 
ofthe Irish League would break down of | said he would protect the life, limbs, and 
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liberties of all His Majesty’s subjects in | 
Ireland. That might be so, but police | 
protection would not protect a man’s | 
means of livelihood. All the police pro- | 
tection in the world would not induce | 
people to go to the shop of a man who | 
was boycotted. He knew of individual | 
eases where widows with four or five | 
children and other people in humble life of 
that description would have actually 
starved if it had not been forthe generosity 
of those whose sympathy had been aroused 
in other parts of [reland. Police pro- 
tection would not protect those people in 
their livelihood, and they must go to the 
poorhouse. Police protection —_ only 
touched the fringe of this question. 

His right hon. friend proposed to rely 
on the common law. There he deprived 
himself of one of the most important 
instruments in securing conviction for 
crime in an exceptional agrarian agita- 
tion, because, under the common law, | 
he could not resort to a change of venure | 
except in incidental cases in the winter 
assizes, or by what the Lord Chief Justice 
of Ireland had described as the cumbrous 
and unwieldy method of applying 
specially to the King’s Bench. When 
elaborate attempts were made to establish | 
the superiority of the common law over 
the exceptional machinery which was | 
expressly provided for dealing with an 
exceptional state of affairs in Ireland, he 
must call attention to the statement 
made by the Lord Chief ‘Justice of 
Ireland, at Cork assizes in 1900, whose 
authority no one on the Ministerial 
Bench would for a moment dispute. He | 
called attention observations ol 
Lord O’Brien, all the more readily becaiise, 
in some quarters, it had been supposed 
that his Lordship gave testimonials to 
the . nited Irish League. when he made 
some statement with regard to it, which 
entitled the Members of the League and 
its supporters to say that the League had 
done nothing to justify proclamation. | 
Lord O’Brien said : 
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to the 


“It has been said to me why is not the 
United Irish League proclaimed as an unlawful 
organisation? My answer to that is, and I give 
it without th: smallest hesitation, that what- 
ever the future may do—I emphasise that | 
expr¢ssion—whatever the future may do there 
has been no case made out for the proclamation | 
of the Umted Irish League as an unlawful 
organisation. It may be, as some people have 
said, nothing more thn organised intimidation. | 
Tha may be, I offer no opinion. I am anxious | 


Mr. Macartney. 


{COMMONS} 


| put upon them in some quarters. 


| farm. 
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to speak guardedly, but, in my judgment, what- 
ever the future may develope, [ don’t think there 
was any such establishment of overt acts ag 
would justify the proclamation of the United 
Irish League hitherto. It was very diflerent 
when the Land League was proclaimed. [| 
remember it well; I was one ef the law ofiicers 
at the time, and all Cork people remem. 
ber it too. There the overt acts which the 
Government thought it right to have regard 
to, were distinctly established.” 

The actual words of the Lord Chief 
Justice did not support the construction 
His 
Lordship was speaking judicially on 
matters brought before him, and not 
upon matters he had heard in the street 
and read in the papers. He said that up 
to that time a case for the proclamation 
of the United Irish League had not been 
judicially established before him, as it had 
been established in the case of the Land 
League. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY — (Montrose 
Burghs): What do you mean_ by 


“judicially established ¢” 


*Mr. MACARTNEY said he would tell 


ithe right hon. Gentleman a case could 


be judicially established by prosecutions 
where crimes had becn conimitted, and 
these prosecutions, whether successful or 
not, would judicially establish a case. It 
was perfectly clear that what the 
Lord Chief Justice was driving at was 
that the Government for some time past 
had not taken such steps as the Govern- 
ment in the days of the Land League, and 
the Nat’ »ual League had done to establish 
judici: sy a case for the prosecution of 
the leaders. .As an illustration of this, 
which 


in 1889 there was a case In 
an overt act of intimidation was com- 
mitted, when a certain person was 


denounced and he had to give up his 
3ut the other day the hon 
Member for North Mayo was sent to 
prison for intimidation in « similar case; 
but they acted differently in 1899. 


An Irish Member: And you were 4 
member of the Government then. 


*Mr. MACARTNEY said that was so, 
but he had nothing to do with [rish 


| administration then, as he was Secretary 


of the Admiralty. Sut his point was, that 
the common law as applied to agrarian 
offences had broken down. The Lord 
Chief Justice had stated that tiere Wag 
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no jury in the South and West of | continuous interruptions. The hon, Mem- 
Ireland, who at the present moment ber did not interrupt the speeches from 
would convict in any cases of agrarian the other side, and I hope the same 
offences, yet the Chief Secretary con- | courtesy will be extended to him. 
tinued to rely upon the common law, 
and in this way he destroyed most) *\Mp, MACARTNEY said he was sure 
effective instruments derivable from | hon. Members must know the difticulty he 
the passing of the Criminal Law Amend- | was under in presenting his case to the 
ment Act. He offered extra police} House. The ordinary common law did 
protection, but the branches of the| not give to his right hon. friend those 
United League met, and their decisions | instruments by which alone he could 
of hostility were published weekly | restore to those districts the liberty of 
against tenants and others. This was the people whom he admitted had 
not the way in which the First Lord beer crippled. He feared that the 
of the Treasury, when Chief Secretary Chief Secretary was entering with 
for [reland, dealt with the National much too light a heart on this strus ggle, 
League. He suppressed its branches, which everybody in Ireland knew to 
and he secured the conviction of some! be serious and would have a_ lasting 
nineteen newspapers that had published | effect on these districts unless it ended 
the proceedings of the Land League in the victory of the law of the land. 
branches, and the Attorney General of As representing a Unionist Constituency 
the day declared in the House that the he had to complain that the general 
provisions of the Crimes Act had worked | attitude of the Government in Ireland 
equitably and successfully. He said the | for some time past had created an atmos- 
policy instituted by the Irish Government phere which clothed with the garb of 
had broken down. If he wanted proof to approval all those who were opposed to 
support his proposition, he had only to Unionist principles, and which had placed 
point out that the Irish Government, all those who were supporters ot His 
after two years, had been compelled to have Majesty’s Government, and who had 
recourse to a series of prosecutions, worked for years to place ministers who 
which he was bound to say, if instituted now occupied that Bench in the important 
two years ago would have had a most position they held, and had also placed 
beneficial effect on the country. Take | the Unionist cause in the position it now 
the case of James Lynam. Two resi- occupied, in a position of comparative 
dent magistrates formed a quorum, but inferiority. ‘To give an illustration of 
they were joined by two local men. — this he would refer to the case of a man 
[Nationalist cries of “ Hear, hear. ] \ 8, | named Quinn --a man of rather doubtful 
but not on the invitation of the Chief character, who twelve years ago had got 
agen They joined the Court, and two months in gaol for stabbing, who 
a, pig a ee in June last was fined for assault on a 
we ei YL Trey little boy, and on 28th November last 
magistrates was a member of the United ee ; Re 
e, Caein eek elke shane te was convicted for assaulting five mem bers 
Oo ’ are =P ar oT « x 
Seition to hear the evidence with im- of the Tobercurry Board of Guardians. 
partiality. The other local magistrate had He spat on the face of one, he struele 
iat Silininn Tenens: tne tied Petty Sessions 2n0ther, and then attempted to fell the 
Court in his life. The resident magis- dispensary doctor with a heavy raler. 
trates protested without effeet. The He was convicted at the Tobereurry 
evidence was heard, and it seemed to be Petty Sessions, where he made no 
pretty conclusive against the accused, but , 4ppe@rance, and was bound over to keep 
the magistrates differed and the result was | the peace for twelve months. Meanwhile 
he evaded the police until one day he 


that his right hon. friend’s court broke ¢ 2 
down and practically the machinery upon mysteriously appeared at a meeting of the 
which he relied in ,the particular district | Board of Guardians, when the police very 
Went to pieces, and became useless. [In- properly executed the warrant against 
terruption from the Nationalist Benches. } | him and arrested him. And what » 
| happened? A majority of the Board 
*Me. SPEAKER: Order, order! Hon. | of Guardians (not the five members 
Members are e quite out of order in mn whe had been assaulted) passed an 
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indignant resolution which they for- | 


warded to his right hon. friend, the Chief 
Secretary, calling on him to resent this 
interference by thé police with the 
sanctity of the Board room. [Laughter.] 
He admitted that this was a circumstance 
which might naturally rouse the laughter 
of his friends; but they must remember 
that this was in the centre of a district 
which had been boycotted most’ bitterly 
for two years. 
Secretary do? At the next meeting of 
the Board of Guardians of Tobereurry 


the Chairman read the following letter | 
which he had received from the Chief | 


Secretary's Office :— 
“ Dear Sir,—The Chief Secretary asks me to 
inform you that he has inquired into the 


arresting of Mr. Quinn, to who you drew his | 


attention on 13th ult. The police authorities 
report that the police officer responsible (Head 
Constable Carrot), discharged his duty in 
arresting Mr. Quinn, but that his action in 
carrying out the arrest, while Mr. Quinn was 
engaged in reporting, the proceedings of your 
board was unnecessary and unreasonable, and 
he has been so informed.” 

Mr. Wynpuam: [*Hear, hear.”’] The Chief 
Secretary said ‘‘hear, hear; but he had 
little idea of the effect of that letter It was 
all very well for his right hon. friend 
who lived in Dublin Castle, and was not 
exposed to the enmity of the league 
to laugh, but he should realise that this 
was a blow aimed at the Majesty of the 
law. His right hon. friend did not 
know the district, but if he went down 
there, and if he knew the feeling that 
had been created by this letter, he would 
agree that it was a most injudicious and 
unnecessary proceeding. What was the 
view of the Board of Guardians them- 
selves? ‘This letter was brought up 
twice before the Tobercurry Union and 
the Chairman, speaking of the Constable 
who made the arrest, said— 

Mr. Wyndham said ‘T will make you Head 
Constable if you do not tell; and [ tell you 
that the position that that man was put into, the 
representatives of North and South Sligo will 


drag off what Mr. George Wyndham put off in | 


the House of Commons. This document came 
here because they had the British House of 
Commons cleared out, and he ( Wyndham) says : 
‘If [do not reply to that resolution,{[ know | 
what I will catch from the Irish Party.’ . 

We have routed the nest, and the Royal Irish 

Constabulary communicates with Wyndham, | 
and says that they would do no more dirty | 
work for him.’ ” 


Another speakerat the same mee‘ing of | 
the Guardians said that | 
Mr. Macartney. | 


{COMMONS} 


What did the Chief | 


_ “From this letter from the Chief Secretary's 
| Office, he gathered that Mr. Wyndham was not 


| responsible for a good deal of the baton charges . 


because he says those officers exceeded their 
duty in these cases.” 


His right hon. friend wight laugh, 
but he repeated that that letter had 
a most serious effect in the district, 
He had been down in the district, 
and spoke on the authority of people 
who were dealing with this agrarian 
agitation, and he knew that the letter 
had thrown discredit on the _ police 
there. 


He came now to the case of Anthony 


| Calvert, Secretary of the Kilmactigue 


(County Sligo) branch of the United 


Irish League. As Secretary of that 
branch Calvert wrote a_ series of 


threatening letters to various people in 
the neighbourhood of Aciare. One of 
these letters was given up by the post- 
master of Aclare, Mr. William Evans, fer 
which he had been bitterly boveotted. 
Calvert was prosecuted at the Assizes, and 


| his Counsel pleaded that Calvert could 


not understand what he was doing when 
he wrote the letter, and that he was not 
aware he was infringing the law. To the 
astonishment of most people the Crown 
Counsel, acting, he supposed on the 
instructions of the Chief Secretary, 
thoroughly agreed with what had been 
said on the other side, ‘It was,” he 
said, ‘“‘a seriuus case, no doubt, but 
perhaps his hon. friend had said all that 
need be said about it.” Calvert was 
allowed out on his own recognisances ; 
he went home as a triumphant hero, and 
was received with a torch-light procession, 
and immediately assumed his duties as 
Secretary of the Kilmactique branch of 
the League. Now he wanted to ask his 
right hon. friend, the Chief Secretary, if 
he was going to permit Calvert, who was 
out on his recognisances, to continue to 
be a member of the United Irish League 
signing these notices and threatening 
everyone in the district ? Was that the 
way he proposed to protect the life and 


‘limb and property of the people of the 


people of the district ? ~He would now 
refer to the case of Canon O'Hara, who 
was a member of the Congested District 


Board. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: Oh no. 


*Mr. MACARTNEY. 
recently. 


He was quite 


Mr. WYNDHAM: My colleague on 
the Congested Districts Board, in whose 


discretion and ability I have full con- | 


fidence, is the Rev. Denis O'Hara, parish 
priest. He is not a Canon at all. 


*Mr. MACARTNEY said he was obliged 


to his right hon. friend for the correction. 


. . . i] 
He would, however, direct his attention 
His right ! 


to the case of Canon O’ Hara. 
hon. friend had up to the present been 
dealing with very unimportant persons 
in the west of Ireland, and his policy 
had been a policy of pin-pricks, and 
had had no effect on the agitation. A 
meeting was proclaimed at Loughglynn, 
and notwithstanding the exertions of the 
police several of these meetings were held 
in the neighbourhood, at one of which, 
at Kilmonee, Canon O*Hara_ presided. 
At that meeting the usual inflammatory 
language was used. He wanted to ask 
his right hon. friend whether, consider- 
ing the fact that the meeting was held 
within a few miles of the spot where a 
meeting was proclaimed, and probably 
within a few miles of the people who 
were to he intimidated, he intended 
to take any action in the case of 
Canon O’Hara, because his position was 
very much more important in the 
west of Ireland than that of 
with whom his right hon. friend had up 


to the present dwelt. He had one more | 


question to ask his right hon. friend 
and that had reference to the Galway 
election. As everybody knew, one of 
the candidates was Mr. Horace Plunkett 
who went down at the invitation 
apparently of a very mixed body of the 
electors. 
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Plunkett as a member of the Unionist 
Government at that election. He 
should have been glad had a member of 
the Cabinet been present, because, of 
course, his right hon. friend was not 
responsible for the higher policy of the 
Unionist party. He wished to know 
whether the views expressed by Mr. 
Plunkett were the views of His Majesty’s 
Government at the present moment. 
Mr. Plunkett quite properly entertained 
the view that his Department was non- 
politic:] and he was quite entitled 
to take that view. But he should not 
maintain that his department was non- 
poli ical, and at the same time express 
an opinion of very great importance on 
what was the keynote of the Unionist 
party, and the bedrock on which his 
right hon. friends had secured the large 
majority who supported them in this 
House. Before Mr. Plunkett went down 
to Galway he had an interview with the 
representative of the Pall Mall Gazette, 
and he expressed his views upon 
Unionist policy by stating that his 
position was that he took very little 
interest in the ordinary politics of the 
day, and he went on to say :— 

“On the broad political question. however, 
he might say that he was a Nationalist in his 
own way, even as Mr. Dillon was. He would 
he glad to see the day when Ireland would 
he able to control her own business herself. 
But that day had not come. Ireland at 
present was not in a position to manage her 
own affairs. It was not that the people had 
not the natural capacity for self-government ; 
it was that their political development had 
been on wrong lines. . . . Give Ireland educa- 
tion and he did not care what would be the 
result, whether Home Rule or something else ; 
he was certain that in such circumstances It 
would be for the good of the country. 

He should have liked to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether that was 
a proper definition of Unionist policy, 
and whether they were now to under- 
stand in Ireland that it was a matter of 
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| indifference to the Jeaders of the Unionist 


+ Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth N.): Ona 
point of order | would ask you, Mr. 
Speaker, whether the circumstances of 
the Galway election are within the scope 
of this Amendment. 


Mr. SPEAKER: A discussion on the 
Galway election would certainly not be | 
within the terms of the Amendment. | 

*Mr. MACARTNEY 


said he only! 


Wished to refer to the action of Mr | Martin, speaking at an open meeting, 


party what happened, provided Ireland 
was educated. Mr. Plunkett then went 
down to the borough, and at his first 


| meeting the Chairman was a Mr. Martin. 


He was a gentleman who had been a 
Deputy Lieutenant, and on the Com- 
mission of the Peace, but he resigned 


‘both his offices because he objected to 
| “God Save the Queen,” as a party tune. 


That was a new development. Mr. 
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said that he would not have been in that 
position if it were a contest for support- 
ing Unionism. He thought he was 
entitled, as representing a Unionist 
Division in Ireland, to say that that was 
quite out of the ordinary. He wished to 
ask the Government whether it was open 
to any member of the Government— 
especialty a distinguished and most 
important member of the Government in 
Ireland—because without in any way dis- 
paraging theability of his right hon.friend 
the Vice-President of the new Department 
was brought constantly into intercourse 
with all classes of Irishmen, and exercised 
considerable intluence—to tell the people 
of Ireland thatit wasa matter of indiffer- 
ence whether the Unionism lasted or not 
provided Ireland was eduec ted, Was it 
creditable that a member of the Govern- 
ment should go down to Galway _ nine- 
tenths of electors of which did not share 
his political views—and attend a meeting 
presided over by a chairman who had a 
few months previously resigned his 
position as Deputy Lieutenant and as a 
Justice of the Peace because he objected to 
“God Save the Queen” being sung on 


his premises. Hethought every Unionist 
in Ireland was entitled to object to the 
proceeding. 


He would give one more instance. 
The Prime Minister not very long ago 
wrote a letter in which he reflected in 
very strong terms on persons with a 
great political position speaking and 
writing as if they were the enemies of their 
country. Heunderstood that the Prime 
Minister was alluding to the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the Opposition. 
The Leader of the Opposition could not 
help himself. He had to dance to every 
political tune that was played. After 
that strong letter he should have expected 
something very different from the way 
in which the patronage of the Government 
had been distributed in Ireland. The 
other day there was an appointment at 
Rathmines under the Technical Depart- 
ment. What happened? The appointment 
of a very well known gentleman in Ireland 
was sanctioned by the Department, and 
who was he? Mr. Oldham was a very 
well known Home Ruler all his life. He 
held the official position of Secretary to 
the Protestant Home Rule Association. 
But he did something more. He was one of 
the earliest subscribersto the pro-Boer War 


Mr. Macartney. 


{COMMONS} 
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Fund in Ireland, and he was the gentle- 
man whose appointment was sanctioned 
and pressed by a long letter of recommen- 
dation on the Rathmines Urban Council 
by the Vice-President of the Department. 
The Urban District Council under the 
provisions of the Act advertised for a 
technical instructor. Seven candidates 
applied, and they were referred to the 
Department under that rule. The De- 
partment disqualified every one of them 
except Mr. Oldham, and recommended 
the Urban District Council to advertise 
again. Only one candidate, Mr. Oldham, 
naturally applied and then a letter was 
written by the Vice-President strongly 
urging the appointment of Mr. Oldham 
who had not an iota of qualification for 
the position. Hon. Members misunder- 
stood him. He was not saying that he 
Was not a capable man, but that he had 
no technical qualifications, and he would 
point out to-his hon. friends that two 
vears ago, when this Department was 
first started, he was run by the very 
same backers for the Under-Secretary- 
ship of the Board of Agriculture, so he 
must be a wonderfully versatile man— 
[Laughter.|—He did not think hon. 
Members were surprised that Irish 
Unionists were aggrieved at this action. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.):; 
The Members of the District Council of 
Rathmines who elected Mr. Oldham are 
all Unionists themselves. 


*Mr. MACARTNEY replied that it was 
not the District Council, but the Agri- 
cultural Committee of the District 
Council who joined with another Com- 
mittee, and the gentleman in question was 
elected by a majority of one vote, that 
vote having been secured by Mr. 
Plunkett’s letter. He (Mr. Macartney) 
had stated very clearly what were the 
feelings of ninety-hundredths of the 
Unionists in Ireland. His right hon. 
friend had said that he was going to 
deal with this agitation as a sporadic 
plant. Were inhabitants of these districts 
to be deprived in the future of that 
protection which alone could be afforded 
to theia by the special machinery of the 
land, simply because his right hon. friend 
chose to look upon this agitation as 
sporadic? Were they to see all these 
districts enveloped as some districts in 
Sligo and Clare had been enveloped by 
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the complete authority and sanction of} of the Unionist Government was allowed 


the League or would his right hon. | 


friend and the Irish Government at last 
address themselves seriously to the 
problem before them ? 

He must apologise for the length at 
which he had detained the House, but he 
had criticised in Ireland, and criticised 
strongly the administration of theGovern- 
ment and he did not think it fair either 
to himself or to those whom he repre- 
sented, or indeed, to his right hon. friend 
that he should not state in that House 
what he had stated elsewhere. He 
sincerely trusted that before the year 
was over, they would see the Irish 
Government take those steps which 
would secure the administration of law, 
which would preserve to His Majesty’s 
subjects their individual liberty, and 
which would necessarily relieve all those 
districts from that incubus and _ that 
intimidation which was now paralysing 
all her social life. 


* (6.22.) 
the long oration to 
listened, the sting was 
is often the case with oration coming 
irom the opposite benches. The main 
grievance of Trish Unionism is the ques- 
tion of Office and the question of Rent 
[Irish cheers], and you will notice from 
the speech of the right hon. Gentle- 
man who has just sat down, that noth- 
ing that the Chief Secretary could do in 
the present Irish Government could do 
in the direction of the maintenance of 
law, and order, as it is ealled Ireland, 
would satisfy hon. Gentlemen opposite, if 
the Chief Secretary so far strays from 
the path of political virtue as by 
any chance to give any office to one 
of the majority of the Irish people. 
That is an unpardonable offence. [Lrish 
cheers.] I find myself in one particular 
im agreement with Mr. Macartney. I 
think we are entitled to obtain some ex- 
planation from the Government of the 
attempt of Mr. Horace Plunkett, a 
member of the Government, in going 
down to a Nationalist constituency, and 
masquerading asa semi-Nationalist before 
he went down, and endeavouring to use 
the patronage he possesses as a means of 
cajoling and bribing that constituency. 
Was it with the : approval and permission 
of the Lrish Government that a member | 


ry 
{ 


Mr, DILLON (Mayo, E.): In 
which we have 
in the tail, 


to go to a Nationalist Constituency and 
dishonestly—I use the word politically ; 1 
say nothing disrespectful of Mr. Horace 
Plunkett's private character—dishonestly 
to put all his principles in his pockets, 
and to hint to the constituency that if 
he was returned large benefits might be 
expected from him. Mr. Plunkett stated 
before going to Galway, 

‘I have already got into some trouble by 
my ; imental, which is denounced with 
vehemence, in distributing the patronage that 
attaches to my office.” 

He used that expression on going down 
to Galway. 

I pass away from that, which is 
a comparativ ely small matter, but I 
think the Government in I: eland were 
not elevated in the estimation of any 
section of the Irish population by allow- 
ing that efiort to be made in Galway, 
and the result was not such as to en- 
courage its repetition at an early date. 
(Irish cheers.] Now there cannot be the 
slightest doubt that the dominant fact 
of the Irish situation to day is, that after 
a period of nine years since the Coercion 
Act was repealed, so far as it was possi- 
ble to repeal it, by the proclamation of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Montrose Burghs, and that for the 
first time since Lord Melbourne, Ireland 
was governed without exceptional law. 
We have now again arrived at a period 
when the Government is having recourse 
to coercion. When Mr. Morley suspended 
the operations of the Coercion Act in 
1892, every week a motion was made 
for the adjournment of the House, and 
frantic and violent debates took place in 
which the right hon. Gentleman was 
denounced by ‘Me mbers fromthe Unionist 
benches as handing over the landlords 
to violence and outrage. What was the 
result! He persevered in his course, 
and for nine years Ireland has been 
governed without the use of the Coercion 
Act, and the result has been that the 
Chief Secretary himself speaking at 
Exeter the other day made this state- 
ment that at this moment I relandis more 
free from agrarian crime than in any 
year during the last century. Surely 
that ought to cause hon. Members to re- 
flect. Heavy I say is the responsibility 
of the man who in the face of that re- 
markable fact will have recourse again 
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to coercion, and I say solemnly here 
that if unhappily in the future crime 
or disturbance occurs in Ireland, every 
fair-minded man well know upon whose 
head the responsibility would lie. There 
is yet a more remarkable thing. After 
six years of Unionist government with 
Lord Salisbury at its head, anda majority 
so great that they had actually a free 
hand in Ireland, the Government are 
again at the bottom of the hill. And 
now they are again preparing to roll up 
the stone of Sisyphus. Let meask the 
House to listen toa passage from a leader 
of The Times of the 2nd January, 1902 
based upon the annual account published 
from the correspondent of 7he 7'imes in 
Ireland. It says— 

“For more than six years the Government, 
supported by an overwhelming Unionist 
majority in the House of Commons, has been 
in power, yet by universal admission the 
situation is no better but worse than it was 
when Mr. Morley resigned his office in 1895.” 
That is rather a remarkable admission 
for The Times newspaper after six years 
of Unionist Government-— 


*Qur Dublin correspondent affirms that the 


distinguishing characteristic of the year which | 


has closed is that it has completely discredited 
the policy of killing Home Rule by kindness.” 

We were told by the Chief Secretary 
yesterday that he was only going to put 
into foree a little Act of Coercion. Well 
we all remember that when Mr. Forster 
was introducing his Act of 1881, he said 


it was not intended for politicians or | 
only to deal | 


political agitators, but 
with village ruffians and village violence. 
Mr. Forster told the House 
Act was not levelled against politicians 
or political agitators, and that all he 


desired was power to remove a few village | 


ruffians. The same declaration is made 
by all ministers. 
is like indulgence in other vices, such as 
gambling and dram-drinking ; one never 
knows how far it will lead. I warn the 


Chief Secretary that he is now entering | 
on a road upon which it is very hard to | 
retrace one’s steps, and which will take | 
him a good deal turther than he has any | 


conception of. In my opinion he has 


started along thet road against his own | 


better judgment, not because he believes 

it to be the best for Ireland, but because 

he is driven into it by the section of the 

population led by Lord Londonderry, and 

by Zhe Times newspaper. We are really 
Mr. Dillon. 
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that the | 


But the use of coercion | 
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| governed from The Times Office, not by 
the ostensible representatives of the 
| Government in Ireland. If you want to 
| know what is likely to be done in the 
future with regard to the Government 
| of Ireland, you will find more informa- 
_tion in the leading articles of The Times 
‘than in all the utterances of Chief 
' Secretaries. 
| The policy of coercion, on which the 
right hon. Gentleman has now embarked, 
was announced and defended by him 
in a speech at Belfast. The circum- 
'stances under which the speech was 
delivered were nothing short of an out- 
'rage andaninsult. The Chief Secretary, 
| professing to hold the balance evenly 
| between the different sections of a popula- 
‘tion which is predominantly Nationalist 
and Catholic, resorted to an Orange 
|luncheon party in Belfast, under the 
presidency of Lord Londonderry, to 
|announce his policy towards the Irish 
people. That circumstance has added 
_ greatly to the bitterness and indignation 
| which is felt in Ireland to-day. Lord 


| Londonderry represents all that is most 


reactionary, bitter, and hateful to the 
Irish people; and he distinguished 
himself by assailing and insulting the 
Government which he professed to sup- 
port, until his mouth was stopped by 
£2,000 a year. “Oh, oh!”] You know 
it is the truth. That is the man under 
whose patronage the Chief Secretary 
makes his pronouncement to the country. 
Lord Londonderry is satisfied with the 
|course the Chief Secretary is taking, 
not because he thinks it sufficient, but 
because he hopes for better things. In 
his preliminary speech he took the right 
hon. Gentleman under his wing, and 
said— 

‘*T say to you, Mr. Wyndham, that in taking 
the steps the Lord-Lievtenant and you have 
| taken in attacking these professional agi' ators, 
whose one aim and object it is to make the life 
of those who disagree with them a burden, 
you are earning the esteem and gratitude of 
the people of Belfast.” 
The Chief Secretary told us that even 
in Belfast the object of the Coercion 
' Act was simply to deal with criminals. 
But Lord Londonderry knows the 
| object of the coercion policy better than 
|the Chief Secretary himself, and he in- 
|dicates, at all events, the path along 
| which the right hon. Gentleman will be 
be forced to travel. It is a remarkable 
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fact that when Irish landlords meet to- | 
gether the first personsw hom they consign 
to perdition and curse most strongly are | 


the “Brothers Balfour,’ as they call 
then. Those two right hon. Gentlemen 
have probably done more for Irish land- 
lordism than any other two persons living, 
and yet there are none more unpopular 
among landlords in Ireland. It is idle 
for the Chief Secretary to hope to please 
these gentlemen. He will travel the 
road ; he will be their slave ; they will use 
him to do the work ; they wil! render it 
impossible for him to make his administra- 
tion even passably successful ; and then, 
when be has travelled a certain distance, 
they will turn on him, and speak of him 
with contempt as a man who broke down 
and could not go for enough for them. 
What is it we complain of with regard 
to this coercion? It is all very fine for 
the Chief Secretary to treat this as a 
slight matter Coercion is never a light 
matter in Ireland. It has begun with 
17 men, but it may end with hun- 
dreds. The feelings it engenders, and 
the condition of the country it creates, 


are such that, once the policy is 


adopted, no man can foretell where it 


will end. The Chief Secretary, goaded 
on by The Times and the Irish landlords, 
has revived the intolerable and odiou 
system of hauling before two policemen 
—for it is ridiculous to call them police 
magistrates — Members of Parliament 
or citizens of Ireland, not for any crime, 
but merely for making speeches objection- 
able to the Government. Some of the 
seventeen men to whom the Chief 
Secretary referred, were charged with 
intimidation. Who is to decide whether 
or not a speech is intimidatory? If you 
institute a system by which a public man, 
who makes a speech in an open, peaceable, 
and legal meeting, is to be tried by the 
paid instruments and officers of his political 
opponents, you are putting an end to the 
rights of free speech altogether. 
that reason we regard this particular 
aspect of coercion as so enormously 
serious. These magistrates are com- 
pletely under the control of the Chief 
Secretary ; he can dismiss or promote 


them ; their pensions and salaries are in | 


his hands, he is complete master over 
their whole lives; and when he directs 


a prosecution to be instituted they treat | 


it as an order to convict. It is difficult to 
get Englishmen to understand that such a 
system is possible. If similar proceed 
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ings were taken against any but an 
Irish Member the whole House would 
rise against it. But somehow or 
other hon. Gentlemen opposite never 
seem to be able to regard us as they 
regard other members; we are out- 
casts and pariahs in this House. 
'Take the case of the hon. Member for’ 
South Mayo. Heis undertwo sentences 
of imprisonment. What is his offence? 
That he addressed a meeting of his con- 
stituents and another public meeting. 
Those meetings were not proclaimed; 
they were not disorderly or riotous; 
there was no disturbance or breach of 
the peace. But it is urged in the 
summonses that the meetings were 
unlawful because of the intent of the 
persons who called them. You cannot 
possibly raise a point more essential and 
vital to the liberty of the subject than 
the right of summoning and punishing 
a man for illegal assembly in this way. 
If you are going to subject the man who 
makes speeches to the judgment of a 
police officer, then the right of free speech 
ceases to exist. I should much prefer 
being sent to goal as I was under Mr. 
Forster’s régime simply upon the war- 
rant of the Secretary of State, rather 
than be proceeded against in this way. 
In order to throw dust in the eyes of 
the House of Commons you have set 
up the bogus machinery with which you 
now pretend to try us, but which is the 
same Russian system as if you did not 
go through this mockery of a trial. The 
Chief Secretary spoke of intimidation, 
and he used very high language about it. 
When it comes toa question of two or 
three men attempting to frighten any 
man from doing what he had a legal 
right to do, then the Chief Secretary 
declares that he would meet him in the 
Common Police Court. I admit 
that intimidation is a crime, but it does 
not appear to be a crime in England. 
The whole essence of this matter is: Who 
isto be the Judge? As I listened to the 
bold words of the Chief Secretary about 
intimidation, my mind wanderedto what 
took place at Birmingham, Stratford- 
on-Avon, andScarborough. Where was 
‘all this spirit to protect the men 
‘from intimidation when the riots took 
place in those parts of the country? 
Where was this spirit when the house 


}of a gentleman in Scarborough was 
| 











35 Address in Reply to 


broken into because he dared to lodge 
a gentleman who came to deliver a 
lecture? Where was this spirit when 
a poor shopkeeper was kept besieged 
by a mob at Stratford-on-Avon for 
many days and could not leave his 
house? When this matter was brought 
up in the House of Commons, the First 
Lord of the Treasury said that he 
regretted all these things very much, but 
“there was a limit to human patience.” Is 
it to be wondered at that we are disgusted 
with British hypocrisy on this matter ? 
Hon. Members opposite cheer lustily 
when they hear the Chief Secretary 
denounce intimidation by saying— 

‘Tf I failed to come to the protection of these 
men [ should be a coward and a cur.” 
Is the Colonial Secretary a coward and a 
cur! Did he go to the protection of my 
hon. friend the Member for Carnarvon 
at Birmingham, when he knew that one 
word from him would have stopped that 
riot ? If such a disturbance had 
occurred in Ireland the crowd would 
have been swept away and charged with 


the bayonet. That is the way the 
law is administered in Ireland and 
England respectively. I have no 


objection to the fair trial of a man for 
intimidation, but it should be an honest 
trial and the intimidation should be 
real; and to say that a policeman 
is to decide the question of what is intimi- 
dation, is to turn the law into a mockery, 
and abrogate all liberty so far as free 
speech is concerned. 

There is another aspect of these coercion 
trials. The Chief Secretary said he 
would meet the men who resorted to 
intimidation in the common Police Court. 
That is an intimation that he will treat 
us all as common criminals. When we 
are convicted, the members of our party 
and our public men are entitled to as 
much public respect as hon. gentlemen 
opposite, instead of being treated as 
common pickpockets and common erimi- 
nals, In 1896 Dr. Jameson was convicted 
of a great crime, and, judging by the 
consequences which have since ensued, 
it was the greatest of the kind in modern 
history. He and his comrades were 
sentenced to be treated as common 
criminals, but two or three days after the 
sentence commenced, two leading mem- 
bers of the ;Tory party came with a 
petition to Mr. Michael Davitt and 


Mr. Dillon. 
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myself, and begged us to sign it in order 
to get Dr. Jameson treated as a first-class 
misdemeanant. I said to them that it 
was a very strange thing to bring that 
petition to me. I reminded them that 
they had inflicted upon Mr. Davitt and 
myself the intolerable humiliation of 
treating us as common pickpockets and 
criminals. I told them that on principle 
I was in favour of treating n.en convicted 
of a political offence as first-class misde- 
meanants, and | decided, along with 
other members of the Irish party, to sign 
that petition. The result was that all 
those prisoners convicted in connection 
with this Jameson Raid were treated ag 
first-class misdemeanants. The Govern- 
ment were ashamed to do this until they 
had got the consent of the Irish party, 
because of the way they had previously 
treated Irish Members of Parliament in 
prison. I said to these two gentlemen 
who came to me with this petition, 
‘Will you do one good turn for another ? 
Will you see that our men are treated as 
first-class misdemeanants ?” And they 
promised that they would. I hope that 
they will now keep that promise. 

The Chief Secretary for lreland has not 
only revived the old system of coercion, 
but he has added to it a totally new 
system, the like of which has never existed 
before in any country in the world, and 
not even in Russia. This system is a new 
invention of the Government. In Ire- 
land it has now become the practice that 
a police officer attends these public meet- 
ings and intervenes while the speaker is 
addressing the meeting, and he some- 
times says, “Stop, you must not say 
that.” Not only this, but the police 
officer claims the right to intervene if 
he thinks you are approaching 4 
dangerous subject. He has the right 
to say, “Stop! you must not deal with 
such and such a subject, or [ shall dis- 
perse the meeting.” We hear of a South 
African censorship, but this pales into 
insignificance before the censorship in 
Ireland at the present moment. At one 
of these meetings the hon. Member for 
East Clare was permitted to make a long 
speech, and then, when the hon. Member 
representing the division whose con- 
stituents composed the meeting got up 
to speak, he was instantly siezed by a 
large force of police, dragged to the 

| Police Barracks, and a furious assault 
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was made upon the people. 
ever been anything of the kind done in 
this country? For a_ police officer 
at his own discretion to claim the 
right to say who shall speak and who 


shall not speak at a legal and peaceable | 


meeting, and stop speakers at certain 
parts of their remarks, is a proceeding 
absolutely without precedent in the 
annals of Irish coercion. 

It is on these general grounds chiefly 
that [ base my complaint against the 
present policy of coercion. The Chief 
Secretary tells us that, so far, seventeen 
persons have been proceeded against, and 
this total includes four Members of 
Parliament and several Members of Local 
Administrative Bodies. But this is only 
a beginning, and we have too good 
reasons to believe that it is but the 
preface to more serious proceedings. I 
do not propose to go through all the 
details of these prosecutions, but | shall 
bring one case before the special attention 
of the House. This is th case of Owen 
M’Garry, who was recently tried at 
Frenchpark, and sentenced to a month’s 
imprisonment for merely presiding at a 
meeting which was held for a periectly 
legitimate object. M’Garry’s counsel 
asked for an extension of sentence by 
one day to enable him to appeal. This 
was rather brutally refused. Now let me 
remind the House that when the Coercion 
Act was being introduced fourteen years 
ago, the present First Lord of the 
Treasury gave a distinct and absolute 
pledge that an appeal would be allowed 
in every case. Owing to an exercise of 
the Closure it was impossible to move an 
Amendment at the proper time, the 
pledge was not incorporated in the Bill, 
but we always understood that a pledge 
given openly in the House would be 
faithfully observed. Yet Owen M’Garry, 
a respectable old man, 68 pears of age. 
is now denied the right of an appeal. 
What wasthe charge against him? He 
presided over a small meeting in con- 
nection with the De Freyne Estate. 
It was not even’ attempted to 
be proved that he had done anything 
objectionable, and when his counsel 


pointed out that he was not involved in | 


the statements made at the meeting, the 


Crown Prosecutor replied—‘ Don’t you | 


know that according to the law he is 
responsible for the language of every 
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man who spoke at that meeting?” 
Accordingly this old man was hauled off 
to Sligo Jail, denied his right of appeal, 
and treated as a common criminal, and 
all because he sat in the chair at a 
meeting at which other men made 
speeches. I say this is a barbarous 
proceeding, and J] am astonished the 
Chief Secretary could possibly allow it to 
occur. We must remember that the 
Chief Secretary is directly responsible 
for all the acts of these magistrates for 
they are simply carrying out his instrue- 
tions. | hope that the Attorney General 
when he comes to answer will give us 
some information of the case of M‘Garry, 
and endeavour to justify if he can what 
I consider to be a cruel outrage com- 
mitted on this old man. 

| pass to a matter referred to by the 
Chief Secretary in his speech at Belfast. 
There he made an attack on myself and 
other members of the party in regard to 
the evicted tenants. He drew a heart- 
rending picture of the tenants still out 
of their homes, and said their sufferings 
were very great. He ought to be the 
last man in the world to refer to that 
subject. Many of us remember the 
noble plea made on behalf of the evicted 
tenants in this House by the late 
member for Bodmin, a man who, to the 
eternal disgrace of the Unionist party, 
was kicked out of this House because of 
his views on the Boer war, a man whose 
name will ever be remembered in 
Ireland with gratitude because of the 
speeches he delivered on the Irish 
question in this House. &The 
Member for Bodmin pleaded with the 
Government to heal the running sore 
kept open by the harsh treatment of 
the evicted tenants, and the Govern- 
ment and the then Chief Secretary 
turned deaf ears to his appeal. And 
why? Merely for the purpose of strik- 
ing a blow at the Irish party by keeping 
these unfortunate people out of their 
holdings. The argument of the Govern- 
ment was that these people were our 
dupes and victims. Surely it is not the 
part of statesmen to visit on these poor 
people the alleged sins of others. 
Would it not have been more generous 
and reasonable for those in power to 
have accepted the Tenants Restoration 
Bill, and to have allowed this sore in 
* without a penny 
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of loss but on the contrary a great gain 
to the landlords? Is it statesmanlike 
policy to keep this sore running, to keep 
the farms vacant, to keep the landlords out 
of their rent, to keep women and chil- 
dren in a state of suffering, and to lose 
the fruits of the people’s industry in 
order to give the Chief Secretary and 


his predecessors the opportunity of firing | 


off a jibe at us? I think the Chief 
Secretary would have shown more 
wisdom as an Irish administrator if, 
instead of adhering to such a policy, he 
had held out the olive branch of peace 
to the victims of the land war. The 
Chief Secretary spoke of some of these 
tenants in very unkind and. unsym- 
pathetic language, and particularly of 
Mrs. Killeen, who, he said, was evicted 
from a holding of 180 acres and was now 
earning her living by knitting stockings. 
My attention has just been called to a 
letter in the Freeman’s Journal to-day from 
this lady, in which she replies to the 
Chief Secretary's inaccurate statements. 
This is the letter :— 
To the Editor of the Freeman's Journal, 

Sir—My attention has been just called to a 
speech delivered by Mr. Wyndham, Chief See- 
retary, at Belfast the other day, and in which 
he had the good taste te refer to my late hus- 
band’s as well as my poverty. No matter how 
much [ may he tempted I will not follow his 
example, and will confine myself to facts. In 
the first place, he states we were evicted out 
of a farm of 180 acres, and next, that my 
present position is due to the Plan of Cam- 
paign. Now, the farm from which we were 
evicted by Lord Clanricard contained not 180 
acres, but a little over 90 acres. As most of it 
was low, wet land on the edge of the River 
Shannon, its quality was such, and the rent so 
high, that we were unable to pay it, and if 
there never had been a Plan of Campaign we 
could not have done so, and instead of having 
a hut io die in, Ged alone knows where we 
would have to take shelter. The Plan of Cam- 
paign and its promoters did all they could for 
us, Whereas mean, comtemptible sneers at our 
poverty is all ever we got from the chivalrous 
Mr. Wyndham.—Faithfully yours, 

ANNIE KILLEEN. 

Eyrecourt, January 19th, 1902. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: What the hon. 
Gentleman calls sneers is the expression 
of my sincere regret. : 


*Mr. DILLON: I think it is a rather 
ungenerous method of political con- 
troversy to drag before the public the 
misfortunes of those poor people, who 
have been kept out of their holdings 
all these years by you. You say that 
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| we did wrong in bringing these people 
/out, yet, when the British House of 
| Commons was willing to reinstate them 
'on the motion of the Member for 
| Montrose, you, sitting then on this side 
| of the House, for political purposes, and 
|in order to be able to use their mis. 
|fortunes as you are now using the 
misfortunes of the Boers, kept them 
out of their homes, because you thought 
. their poverty and their suffering would 
be a good political weapor. 1 think that 
/is mean and unworthy of a man who 
had it in his power to put these people 
back in their homes and make them 
comfortable. 
Now, let me turn to the question 
of the De Freyne estate. The Chief 
Secretary was very strong on that. 
He got on the high horse. The right 
hon. Gentleman spoke of the horrible 
conduct of those who were going to 
inflict the misery of another Plan of 
Campaign on the country. I tell the 
right hon. Gentlemen that so far as I am 
aware, no one has the slig test idea of 
starting another Plan of Campaign. The 
present movement is as different from 
the Plan of Campaign as one thing can 
be from another. I am not ashamed of 
the Plan of Campaign, and if it were 
relevant to the present issue, I would 
defend it now. The movement on the 
De Freyne estate, as elsewhere, is entirely 
the spontaneous work of the people 
_themselves. My connection with the 
movement on the De Freyne estate was 
very slight. They asked me to go down 
there after they had been kicked out by 
Lord De Freyne and the door slammed 
_in their faces, and, at a meeting which I 
addressed, the doctrine I preached to 
them was the doctrine that has the 
sanction of Lord Salisbury that those 
who do not agitate would be forgotten, 
'and that the people should decide for 
|themselves what form the agitation 
| would take. But I do not rest this con- 
_tention with regard to the De Freyne 
/estate on my own authority. I rest it 
| on the authority of a well-known judge, 
| County Court Judge O'Connor Morris, 
than whom no one could be more opposed 
to me in politics. Speaking at Boyle on 
| the 17th January, after having issued a 
| number of decrees against the tenants, he 
| said— 
“ There is, I believe, a large and ‘formidable’ 
| combination in the County of Roscommon. 
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allude to the combination of the tenants on the 
De Freyne and Murphy estates not to pay 
their rents to their landlords. { say without 
hesitation or fear that they have a great and 
legitimate grievance, but that is no excuse or 
justification for withholding their rents. The 
tenants live close tu the Dillon estate, and 
they see that the tenants on the Dillon estate, 
without a particle of right, have received, 
benefits which the tenants on the De Freyne 
estate have not received ; that one class is a 
favoured class and the other is not; that one 
class is the fat sheep and the other the lean 
goats, with the result, and necessary result, that 


the tenants on the De Freyne and Murphy | 


estates are discontented, and, in my opinion, 
naturally discontented.’ 


And later he said — 
“ Whatever may be said, this combination is 


the necessary and inevitable result of the sys- | 


tem called land purchase, which, I say, is no 
land purchase at all.” 

Here is a description of the Dillon 
estate contained in the ninth report of 
the Congested Districts Board, and it is 
really so interesting as bearing on the 
most vital part of the question that I 
may be excused for reading it to the 
House. 

‘The chief event in the past year in connec- 
tion with the improvement aud enlargment of 
holdings was the purchase, on I1':h May, 1899, 
of the estate of Viscount Dillon, consisting of 
ab ut 87,669 acres in County Mayo, 5,652 in 
C:unty Roscommon, and 136 in County West 
Meath. 
between the two congested district counties as 
follows: Mayo, £15,368, Roscommon £6,340. 
The gross rental was £20,370, including the 
head rents, and the net rental was £17,882, 
excluding the outgoings, which were £2,488. 
The price agreed upon was 290,000, equal to 16 
years purch ise of the net rental.” 


That was a full price, far beyond what 


Viscount Dillon could have got on the | 
market ; but I have always held that it | 


was worth while paying him one or two 


years purchase more than the market | 


value in order to carry out this great and 
beneficent action. 

} The arrears due by the tenants on the 11th 
May, 1899, excluding the year’s rent then due, 
amounted to £27,000, and became our property. 
After careful consideration we decided to re- 
quire payment of the rent and arrears due in 
May, 1899, on the following terms: Those 


tenants who owed two years rent, and less than | 


four years, were required to pay one and a 
half year’s rent ; those who owed four years cr 
more were to pay two years” rent to 
May, 1899. These special terms were 
offered only to agricultural tenants whose 
annual rent did not amount to £25, and it was 
estimated that this concession was equivalent 
to the remission of £18,000, or a little more 
than one year’s net rent of the estate... . 
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majority are migratory labourers, whose hold- 
ings are too small to support them. Fully 
five-sixths of the tenants keep their cattle in 
the rooms occupied by themselves and their 

| children, a custom which the Parish Com- 

| Mmittees have attacked in many parishes of 
| County Mayo, and have already done so much 
| to remedy by the erection of farm buildings. 
| We propose to give some assistance towards 
| the cost of roofing out-offices, and we shall be 
| most disappointed if the Dillon estate does 
| not soon show a great improvement in this 
| respect.” 


The owner of this estate had never 
| expended a penny on it, and had left all 
this festering mass of human beings 
| in the condition described and had spent 
| his money in England. 
‘Most of the® holdings consist of poor land 
| capable of considerable improvement by re- 
| clamation, draining, and improved methods of 
husbandry. The first necessity is drainage, 
some thousan?ds of acres of lov land being 
wactically useless owing to constant flooding. 
fhe tenants, individually, could not make the 
necessary main or arterial drains, or deepen the 
beds of the river—such works could be carried 
out only by the owners of the estate. 
Immediately after we had obtained possession, 
| our Chief Land Inspector commenced extensive 
(raining operations, and by the expenditure of 
a few hundreds of pounds he has already 
doubled the productive value of hundreds of 
acres in different portions of the estate.” 
In addition to all that, the Board have 
bought up 1,883 acres of good grazing 
lands, which are to be divided amongst 
the poorer tenants at a moderate price. 
|The result is that £18,000 of arrears of 
| rent have been remitted, that the rents 
have been reduced 7s. in the £1, with 
furthor considerable reductions to follow, 
| and that some thousands of pounds have 
been laid out on works of drainage, 
which have greatly increased the value 
‘of the holdings. I have been familiar 
with this estate from my boyhood, and 
I cannot express the pleasure it gives 
'me now to drive through the district 
‘and notice the change all over the estate, 
‘the cleanliness which prevails and the 
improvements which have been effected. 
A revolution has taken place. No greater 
| work was ever done for a body of tenants 
in Ireland, than that which has been 
/done on the Dillon estates. I applaud 
| the work of the Congested Districts Board. 
| But what are we to say of the blindness 
and incompetence of Ministers, who 
imagine that while this revolution is going 
on and noshare in it is given tothe neigh- 
| bouring tenants on the estates of Murphy, 


The tenants number 4,200, of whom more than 5; a i 
half pay rent of £4 or less, and a still larger | O’Grady, De Freyne, the O’'Conor Don 
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and Denis O’Conor, on which properties | to go into gaol if the fight goes on) and 
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the tenants are even worse off, 
that they will be contented. The 


point is that no hope is held out to them 
of improvement. The right hon. Gentle- 
man yesterday drew a sad picture of the 
condition of the poor tenants in cases of 
eviction Yes, I know it, I have gone 
through it all. Would it not be more 
sensible and practicable for the right 
hon. Gentleman to use his great position 
and influence to endeavour to bring 
about a settlement? Now, I will make 
him a practical proposal. If he will give 
me an undertaking that he will give 
these people a prospectin the near future 
of a settlement on the same lines as the 
Dillon settlement, | will go down myself 


to Roscommon to-morrow and urge them | 
hon. | 


to pay their rents. If the right 
Gentleman will do this, I will use my 
utmost influence to induce these people, 
even if they cannot afford it, to pay their 
rents for the present. Are these people 
to be told that they must have no hope ? 
The right hon. 
remedy was to lift these tenants out of 
their position as migratory labourers and 


proclaim the League, then will come the 
time for the moonlighter and the assassin. 
Having by the operations of the plan of 
campaign in 1887, at therisk of our lives 
and our liberty. lifted our people out 
of the path of agrarian crime, and 
showed them a better way, I should feel 
it a bitter disappointment and humilia- 


ass 


‘tion if I should see them driven back 


‘into the 


| 


Gentleman said the true | 


dark and uncivilised methods 
which your villainous Government com. 
pelled them to adopt in the past. 
Thank God, since the days of the Plan 
of Campaign, Ireland has been free from 
agrarian crime. What British coercion 
had failed to do the Plan of Campaign 
succeeded in doing. We have banished 
agrarian crime from Ireland, and | 
hope and pray we may be able to carry 
out this present struggle without the 
Chief Secretary taking such measures 
as may lead to trouble in our unhappy 
land. I know the enormous power 
of the law in Ireland, and I know 
it is possible by a flood of police and writs 


| bailiffs, and the terrible machinery of the 


settle them as on the Dillon estate, so that , 


they might earn a living and save some- 
thing for a rainyday. That is my object, 
and that was the only reason why I 
entered into the struggle in regard to 
that and other estates. Why cannot the 
right hon. Gentleman approach Lord 
De Freyne and Mr. Murphy and these 
other landlords, and offer them the price 
Lord Dillon was willing to accept, and 
which would be a larger price for their 


law, to enforce rents and costs, and you 
may succeed in levying a_ portion of 
the rent, but still many of these tenants 
are sunk in arrears, and will remain in 


arrears, and if you pursue the course of 


estates proportionately than Lord Dillon | 


sold for? Why cannot he hold out some 
hope to these wretched tenants that they 
will be allowed to share in the benefits 


think that is a fair offer, 
right hon. Gentleman will see his way to 
some action on that basis. 

Iremember, when | was younger, being 
very fond of hurling defiance across the 


enforcing the full rents you will only 
plunge them into arrear, and then your 
only remedy is to turn them out. You 
may succeed in breaking up this combina- 
tion, and supposing you do! Do you 
imagine for a moment that if you succeed 
in making a great portion of the De 
Freyne tenants pay their rents that will 
put an end to your difficulties ? No, sir, 
you will then be only at the beginning of 


| them, because I believe if you succeeded in 


the country outside Pretoria, 


floor of the House, and, = the whole, we | 


had not the worst of i 
through a great’ many of ‘these struggles, 


I have gone! mounted _ police ; 


eres imaking these 
of the Congested Districts Board? I) arin Maree 


and I trust the | would not be able to do so, and then 


pay their rents 
tail of them who 


tenants 
there would be a large 


there would be evictions, and no matter 
what mass of police you pour into this 
district, and at present it reminds one of 
though in 
place of a blockhouse line you “have 
every place being 
strongly garrisoned, and al] the roads 


and I know the suffering they entail, and | patrolled until one would think they were 
Ican assure theright hon. Gentlemanalso, | in a besieged country—in spite of all this, 


I know the responsibilities of them. 
know when the time comes you will | 
break up our association and run us into | 


| 


I| this agitation will go on in one form or 


another until these tenants are raised 
from their present miserable condition 


gaol (for, of course, many of us will have | and placed on the same footing as the 


Mr. Dillon. 
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tenants on the Dillon estate. The} 
tenants would not be human if they did 
pot take some steps to alter their in- 
tolerable condition. But thereis another 
consideration. This movement of the 
tenants is not confined to the De Freyne 
state ; there is the Nolan Farrell estate. The 
movement has appeared in different parts 
ofthe country. Take the instance I got out | 
of the paper yesterday, the Ellis estate, in 
Limerick, where on Tuesday last no less 
than 40 decrees were obtained—decrees 
obtained against all the tenants of the 
Ellis estate, who, as they are supported 
by one Of the most determined and best 
fighting priests in Ireland, [ think will 
win. That shows that this movement, 
such as it is, is totally different in its 
essential particulars from the Plin of 
Campaign. In the Plan of Campaign 
the movement came from headquarters 
published as the policy recommended by 
Mr. William O’Brien and myself. In the 
present instance the movement is a 
natural movement springing from the 
necessities of the case, from the people 
themselves, as Judge O'Connor Morris 
says, and a movement which any intelli- 
gent Minister would have foreseen to be 
absolutely inevitable when a certain line 
of action was taken. 

I am very curious to hear what 
the Attorney General for Ireland will 
have to say. The right hon. Gentleman, 
the Chief Secretary, must have been 
studying zoology of late, because at 
Beliast he compared himself to a bee 
working in a glass hive, and _ he 
said it was very unpleasant, and last 
night he compared himself to a coral | 
insect. The right hon. Gentleman said— 

“You cannot look back on the work which 
has been done, or attempted to be done, by past 
Chief Secretaries — the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite and others — without feeling that | 
humility has been their note and not arrogance, 
and that they have ae ’er assumed to themselves 
a power other than that exercised by the coral | 
insect in the natural world, that is, to do their 
own small part hoping that some day the last of | 
their line and genus will perish when the whole | 
Work is accomplished.” 
But so far as I recollect from my know- |, 
ledge of geology, it takes many millions | 
of coral insects many millions of years to | 
construct a very frail and _ scarcely | 
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Tinhabitable little island, and if that | 


is all we have before us, these | 
unfortunate tenants of the De Freyne 
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at once, because at the end of a 
million years the last Chief Secretary will 
perish leaving their descendants as badly 
off as those unhappy people themselves. I 
again appeal to the right hon. Gentieman 
to take a more serious view. The right 
hon. Gentleman said in the course of his 


speech last night that the Congested 


Districts Board could not do more, and 
could not hurry their work even if they 
had compulsory powers. What authority 
is there for such a statement ? All they 
need do is to increase their staff. Why 
cannot they increase their staff to do the 
work which is so urgent and for which 
we have waited so long. 

The First Lord of the Treasury and 
the President of the Board of Trade 
have denied all responsibilities for the 
resolutions pissed by the Congested 
Districts Board in 1894 claiming these 
compulsory powers, but I see that those 
two right hon. Gentlemen signed the 
report without any footnote signifying 
their dissent, and it is only reasonable 
that the Irish people should believe that 
they agreed to it without dissent. In 
Le an . ‘ ed Di M B 
that year the Congested Districts Board 
resolved unanimously— 

‘That the Congested Districts Board is 
in possession of information from their inspec- 
tors that there are large districts of land 
which could be used to enlarge the holdings of 
small occupiers and promote a system of 
migration.” 

“The Board,” said the report, 

** Are, however, of opinion that it will be 
impossible for them to give due effect to this 
important department of their work unless 
some funds are placed at their disposal and 
compulsory powers given to them to acquire 
land at a fair value.” 

That resolution was passed five years 
ago. That was the opinion of the 
Congested Districts Board then, and 
it is the epinion of the Congested 
Districts Boazd to-day; and whatever 
the right hou. Gentleman may say, 
without those compulsory powers they 
cannot do their work. If they had 


those powers all these difficulties would 


disappear, because the people on these 
estates would not be so unreasonable as 
not to wait a year orso. Do you sup- 
pose I should advise them to do otherwise. 
If I had any promise to give them I 
would go down and advise them to keep 
quict, but I have no promise to give 


estate may as well commit suicide | them. All I can say is, wait until the 


{ 
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coral insect has completed its work. I 
am in entire accord with the Chief 
Secretary when he declared, as he did last 
year, that to have automatic transfer of 
the land in Ireland would be a disaster. 
What we want is a resettlement of the 
land; but such a resettlement cannot be 
earried out without compulsory powers. 
What is coing on now—and I urge this 
upon the attention of the Chief Secretary 
because it would be the cause of greater 
difficulty in the future —- at this very 
moment in Galway, Roscommon and 
South Mayo, the Land Judes Court, the 
Land Court, and Congested Districts 
Board are selling to the graziers, the 
eleven months-men, immense tracts of 
land, and selling it for ever awav from 
the people. That is going on by means 
of a conspiracy which | denounce here 
to-day. What will be the result if this 
is allowed to go on? We shall have a 
race of landlords far worse than that 
from which the country now suffers. 
You sell to these graziers; men who 
have no stake in the country ; men who 
have been the curse and ruin of the 
country all the way through; who have 
destroyed the towns as well as the 
country in the west and south of I[re- 
land; and what will they do? These 
men who have purchased from the State 
will very soon borrow money and pay 
off their indebtedness to the Government 
and sublet, and will be the worst set of 
landlords Ireland ever had, and we shall 
have to boycott them out of the country 
when we have got rid of the others. So 
that by your misgovernment we are in 
a cycle of passing from one misery to 
another, all of which is due to your 
wretched administration. I appeal to the 
right hon. Gentieman, as he sees this in 
the same way as we do, to stop this in- 
tolerable abuse, or, if he cannot do that, 
have some investigation into the matter 
and see whether this scandalous pro- 
ceeding cannot be put a stop to until 
compulsory powers are granted. 

Now I would eal! right hon. Gentle- 
man’s attention to a passage in the speech 
he delivered in Belfast; which has pro- 
duced an extraordinary effect on Irish 
landlords. The right hon. Gentleman 
said— 

“A third duty of the Government is to assist 
the ~vould-be purchaser to give a price which 
the vendor can afford to accept without 


Mr. Dillon. 


ihe 
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| crippling his own resources. Our business as a 
Government is to bring Irish land into the 
mat ket ; Mr. Dillon’s business is to keep it out 
of the market.” 

Did the right hon. Gentleman know the 
construction put upon that statement in 
Ireland, fortified as it was by a paragraph 
in the Urish Times, the organ of the 
jlandlords in Ireland? ‘The meaning 
| put upon that statement was that the 
Government were going to give a free 
grant of three or four years purchase, s0 
that for what the tenants acquired for 16 
or 17 years purchase, the landlord obtained 
20. ‘That is believed all over Ireland, and 
I believe thestatement was made in order 
to affect the election in East Down. 
What has been the effect of that state- 
ment? The executive of the Land- 
owners Convention met and passed a 
revolution fixing the minimum price at 
27 years purchase. 


1 warn the right hon. Gentleman that 
this will open up a more serious crisis in 
Irish social life than anything that is 
occurring on the De Freyne estate, if 
that is brought about by his speech in 
Belfast. But what is the Government 
going to do with the Landowners’ Con- 
vention! That isa combination to pre- 
vent the people from doing tliat which 
they have a perfectly legal right to do— 
to seli their estates at less than 27 years 
purchase—if they choose to do so. Are 
the landlords to be prosecuted, or is the 
organisation of the tenants to be prose- 
cuted, whilst that of the landlords is 
allowed to go scot free. Ishall watch with 
some curiosity to see if the same treat ment 
is meted out to both organisations. You 
have fallen back on the old remedy of 
coercion. You thought you could use 
the poor peasantry of the west and 
south as you liked as long as Ulster stood 
by, and in consequence the peasantry of 
the west and south for the last five-and- 
twenty years, through the gaols and 
through the country, have had to fight 
this battle alone, but now there has 
arisen on the political horizon a thing 
more trying to the Government than 
anything that has ever before occurred. 
Oh, why is not the hon. Member for 
|North Antrim now in East Down 
starting a campaign against the hon. 

| Member for South Tyrone, in favour of 
}some nominee of the right hon. Gentle. 
| man the Chief Secretary, whose standard 
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he upholds! I have in my hand the 


report of a speech made by the hon. | 
_and the reforms brought about by it, as 


Member for South Tyrone, and I ask 
leave to read it as a means to his being 


prosecuted and so getting the Govern- | 


ment out of a difficulty. It can easily be 
done. Send up one of these removable 
magistrates and give him a month, and 
get him out of the way until the East 
Down election is over. This is what the 
hon. Member for South Tyrone said— 

“We are determined to have an end of land- 
Jordism and an end of all rents, fair or unfair.” 
The hon. Member for South Belfast has 
issued a manifesto, asking the electors to 
hold themselves at liberty to receive a 
loyal candidate, and the right hon. Gen- 
tleman might fairly and reasonably give 
him a chance by running in for a month 
the hon. Member for South Tyrone. The 
position of tne right hon. Gentleman in 
East Down is extremely sad. The 
Dublin Daily Express, the representative 
organ of the extreme landlord party, 
sent a correspondent down to the 
district who on all sides was told 
the same story, that the farmers of 
East Down have gone mad on this 
question. I ask the Government what 
they are going to do if they cannot con- 
test this constituency? They must know 
that against United Ireland they cannot 
maintain this attitude of a non possumus 
with regard to compulsory purchase, and 
if that isso, why do they not yield to the 
constitutional voice of Ireland as ex 
pressed in this House? Why do they 
wait until another land war forces them 
to yield to what they call intimidation ? 
If the Chief Secretary falls back upon 
the flimsy defence which he tried to 
palm off on the House yesterday that 
there is no time—no time to deal with a 
question which, if it is left undealt with, 
will set Ireland on fire from Antrim to 
Cork, no time to deal with the question 
of the land, for the settlement of which 
we have waited since 1875—I tell him, I 
say, to take care that if this House does 
not deal with it the farmers even in 
some parts of Ireland where hitherto they 
have not been of that opinion, may not 
come to the conclusion that it was time 
there was some other house which could 
deal with it. 


*(7 52.) Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.) 
said that both to-night 
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discussion upon the question of agitation 


would, he thought, satisfy the House for 
years tocome. A stranger coming into 
the House for the first time last night, 


‘and hearing the Irish Unionist Members 


speaking, would imagine that their 
breasts were bursting with sympathy for 
the Irish people Every measure of 
reform which had been passed for Ireland, 
had only been passed after some 20 
years of agitation. Neither Catholic 
Emancipaton nor the Disestablishment 
of the Irish Church were passed because 
English ministers thought such measures 
were right— 

“Catholic Emancipation was carried ”—said 
Sir George Colville— “because the Catholic 
Association, founded by O’Connell, and the 
result of the Clare Election, in which O’Connell 
beat Mr.. Oscar Fitzgerald, the nominee of 
Sir Robert Peel and the Duke of Wellington, 
had convinced them that Ireland had become 
ungovernable, and that the choice lay between 
Concession and Civil War.” 

Sir Robert Peel himself, said— 

“T have for years attempted to maintain the 
exclusion of Roman Catholics, but I resign the 
struggle, because it cannot any longer be 
advantageously maintained.” 

It took 69 years of the Union and 40 
years of agitation, and in the end the in- 
surrection of 1867, to bring about the 
Disestablishment of the Church. Lord 
Dufferin said— 

‘“T entirely agree with the noble Earl (Earl 
Granville) and with the late Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, that the attention of England with 
respect to this question of the Disestablish- 
ment of the Church, was much stimulated, if 
not altogether awakened, by the fact of 
Fenianism.”’ 

And even Mr. Gladstone himself ad- 
mitted that fact. The Devon Commission 
sat in 1845; the Commission, composed 
of landlords, reported that a tenant 
was entitled to the benefit of his 
improvements in case of disturbance, 
but it was not until 1870, when Mr. 
Gladstone passed his first Act of Land 
Reform for Ireland, that any man 
ever attempted to pass an Irish 
zand Bill. He (Dr. Ambrose) had the 
authority of the great Lord Derby for 
saying that it was not because Mr. Glad- 


/stone considered that there was a just 


claim on the part of the Irish tenants, 
that the Land Act was passed. This 
is the language of Lord Derby with 
regard to the value of agitation— 


“ It is by no means clear to the unprejudiced 
observer that any gratitude has been earned 
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on the part of the Irish to England Why have | phatically against the revision of judicial 


we altered the land laws? To put an end to 
Iri-h Agitation. Not because it is discredit- 
able to England as a ruling power, but a 
wactical obsiruction to the transaction of 
inglish business. 

Not all the influence and eloquence of 
Mr. Gladstone would have prevailed in the 
English House of Commons to do what has 
been done in the matter of Irish tenant-right, 
if the answer to all objections had not been 
ready. viz.: How elseare we to govern Ireland ? 
By an unfortunate fatality every concession 
made to the weaker State has been made 
under pressure. This conclusion then seems 
to follow on what has been said. Agitation 
not confined to legal means, but in every case 
accompanied by acts ad demonstrations 


showing intentional disregard of law, have | 
* r |the value of the crops decreased by 


gained for Ireland (1) her shortlived, still 
regretted legislative independence, (2) Catholic 
emancipaticn, (3) the disestablixhbment and 
disendowment of the church of the minority, 
(4) the practical conversion of Irish lani- 


rents, but in 1887, of his own free will 
he passed a measure dealing with that 
very subject. Great emphasis had been 


| laid as an evidence of the prosperity of 


owners into rent-chargers, and the transfer of | 


possessory rizhts of the soil, in a large measure, 
at least, to the tenants.’ 


For a long time after 1870, although | 


Bills weve brought in by Irish Members | 
in 1876, 1877, and J*®78, nothing was 
done; and then came the Act of 1881], | 


which established Courts for fixing fair | 
rents. The two things which contributed | 
to the passing of that Act, were the 
famine in 1878 to 1879, by which the 
value of potato crop fell from £12,500,000 | 
to £3,500,000 in three years, while in the 
same period the value of the total crops 
fell from £36,000,000 to £22,000,000 ; 
and the establishing of the Land League. 
Lord Salisbury described that Act as an 
act of simple robbery, and yet passed the 
Act of 1885. He (Lord Salisbury) said 
in the House of Lords, on the second 
reading of the Bill of 1881— 

“In view of the prevailing agitation, and 
having regard to the state of anarchy in 
Ireland, | cannot recommend my followers to 
vote against the second reading of the Bill.” 


Lord Salisbury, speaking on the fore- 
east Act of 1882, by which £2,000,000 
were wiped out— 

“T believe it to be a pernicious Bill, an act 
of simple robbery which will bear the gravest 
fruits in the legislation of the futnre. If | had 
the — I would have thrown out the Bill. 
[ tind myself in a small minority, and therefore 
shall not divide the House.” 

Finally, we have the Act of 1887 ad- 
mitting leaseholilers to the benefits of the 
Act of 1881, and _ revising judicial rents, 
which Mr. Parnell asked for in 1883, but 
which Lord Salisbury said would be dis- 
honest and inexpedient to press. In 1883 
Lord Salisbury protested most em- | 





Dr. Ambrose. 


Ireland, on the fact that the amount of 
money in the savings banks was greater 
than was the case 20 years ago. But 
the very fact that so much money was 
lying idle in the banks showed there 
was nothing in Ireland in which to 
invest it, and consequently was a_ proof 
of the impoverishment of the country, 


What was the fact with regard to 
agriculture? Between 1881 and 1896 


£19,174,853, while the reduction of 


rents in the same period amounted only 


to £1,319,707. England had brought the 
Irish problem upon itself. It destroyed 
Irish industries and shipping, and com- 
pelled the Irish people to look to the 
land for a livelihood. Prior to 1846, 
Ireland was a considerable corn-growing 
country, and in 1841 there were 
1,844,000 farmers in th* gountry, but in 


| 1891 that number hac dwindled down to 


986,000. After the piscag of the Com 
Laws in 1846, it did not pay to grow 
corn, and the tenant farmers conse 
quently turned their attention to raising 
cattle. Asa proof that by that process 
the tillage industry had been ruined, he 
pointed out that between 1855 and 1901, 
the area under oats had decreased by 48 
per cent., under wheat by 90 per cent.; 
under barley by 28 per cent. ; under flax 
by 42 per cent.; under potatoes by 35 
per cent. ; and under turnips by 21 per 
cent. Nothing had increased except the 
area under meadow, and that had in- 
creased by 65 per cent. Hence the 
great famine which carried off over a 
million of the Irish people. As to the 
raising of cattle, prices went up fo: a 
considerable time, but eventually, other 
countries began to compete with Ireland, 
until even that industry did not pay. 
Twenty years ago Canada. the United 
States, and the Argentine were unknown 
as competitors with the Irish farmer. 
In 1876, Canada sent 2.682 cattle, and 
2,410 sheep into the United Kingdom, 
whereas in 1896, the figures were 101,656 
and 83,767 respectively. The United 
States in 1876 sent 388 cattle and 211 
sheep against 393,054 cattle and 266,762 
sheep, in 1896. There was no record of any 
cattle or sheep coming from Argentina 
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in 1876, but in 1896 the figures were 
66,081 cattle and 342,470 sheep. 
ijt was remembered that cattle could 
be brought a distance of 10,000 miles 
and deposited in Deptford Market 
at a cheaper rate than they could be 
brought from Ireland, it was difficult to. 
see how an Irish farmer was to compete 
with the ranchman of Canada, the United 
States, or Argentina, and landlordism was 
an unknown thing in those countries, 
whereas, the Irish farmer had to support 
his own tamily, the landlord’s, the agent’s, 
the bailiffs, and the labourer’s. The 
cattle-raising and _ tillage industries 
having been destroyed, emigration 
followed. The population had dwindled 
fom over 8,000,000 in 1841, to less 
than than 4,500,000 in 1901. Instead 
of any expression of disapproval from the 
great organs of the London Press, the | 
Saturday Review and The Times absolutely 
gloated over the flow of population from 
Ireland. It apparently never dawned on 
the conductors of those organs that where- 
ever the Irish emigrant went he taught 
his children to cherish in their bosoms the 
fact, that had it not been for the misrule 
of Ireland by Englishmen, they would not 
have been compelled to leave their native 
land. Hence it was that they heard of 
men like Celonel Lynch and Major M’Bride 
meeting the forces of England in the 
open plains of South Africa, as those 
whom you deceived at Limerick met 
you at Fontenoy. He remembered 
treading a speech made by Lord 
Beaconsfield, then plain Mr. Disraeli, 
when he was struggling hard to climb on 
tothe Treasury Bench. Lord Beacons- 
field once said that the remedy for the 
ills of Ireland was a revolution, but that 
Ireland could not have a_ revolution | 
because she was bound to a stronger and 
more powerful country, and therefore , 
England was the cause of all the miseries 
9 of Ireland. 
A great deal had been said about 
the conge ted districts. He would 
give the House a little idea of what they | 
were like. They comprised one-sixth in ex- | 
tent of the whole of Ire and,theycontained 
one-ninth ofthe population of Ireland, and 
the va'uation was represented by one- | 
twenty-eighth. The average poor law | 
valuation of the people in the congested | 
districts was £1. Os. 3d per head | 
7 Such a picture as that did not exist in | 
] any part of the British Empire not: venin | 
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India. Of the 98,139 families which in- 
habited scheduled districts, 26,645 dwelt 
_ on holdings, the valuation of which var ed 
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from £2 to £4 each, and 28,570 persons 


dwe t on holdings valued at le s than £2 
each. The latter lived in a condition 
approaching the border-line of pauperism, 
and the former were very little above 
that line, and both those classes com- 
prised more than half the families in- 
habiting the districts. According to the 
statement of the present President of the 
Board of Trade, when he was Chief 
Secretary for Ireland, there were 30,000 
of these people who were in danger of 
starvation and had to be supported out 
of public and private funds. He was 
not surprised at Lord Beaconsfield saying 
that the only remedy for this state of 
things was a revolution. The right hon. 
Member for North Armagh said that the 
United Irish League was active only in 
Connaught. He wished to show the 
House why the League should be active 
in Connaught. Connaught had in 1901 
a population of 649,625. The number 
of migratory labourers was 27,234, or 
1 in every 23 of the population had to 
come across to England for at least six 
months in the year to earn money to 
put into the pockets of the landlords in 
Ireland. The average earnings of these 
men was about £7 11s. per man, which 
meant that they brought home to 
Connaught £205,616, of which £165,000 
reached Mayo. According to the report 
of the Land Commissioners the landlords 
in Connaught raised the rents by exactly 
the same amount of money as was 
brought home by the harvesters. There- 
fore every farthing of the money which 
they brought home found its way into 
the landlords’ pockets. He wished to 
know whether the Member for North 
Kensington thought it satisfactory that 


/1 out of every 23 of the population 


should be compelled to go over to 
England for six months in the year in 
order to bring back £205,616 for the 
Irish Landlords. In Connaught alone 
the judicial rent exceeded the valuation, 
while in rich Ulster the judicial rent 
was 33 per cent. below the valuation. 
In poverty-stricken Connaught, with its 
periodic famines, the judicial rent was 
50 per cent. above the valuation. 

He would like to give to the House a 
picture of some other parts of Connaught, 
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and he would take the parish of Westport 
where the United Irish League was first 
established, and where it was pretty | 
active at present. In the six Roman) 
Catholic parishes of the Westport Union 


Address in Reply to 


there were in the year 1841 
12,000 agricultural tenants, but at 


the present time there were only 3,300 
tenants in those parishes, and their con- 
dition was far worse to-day than it was 
in 1841. In Achill Island, with its 
35,283 acres of land, and a population 
of 6,000, nearly 2,000 of those poor 
people—1,112 males and 850 females— 
come across to England and Scotland 
every year to earn sufficient to keep body 
and soul together for the rest of the year. 
It might enlighten some hon. Members 
opposite if he told them the experiences of 
some of those poor girls who came across 
to this country from Achill Island. 
There was one young girl aged 16—one 
of a family of eight—and she and 
her friend left together. They arrivedin 
Paisley, and subsequently found their way 
to Dumfries and Perth, and they trotted 
about night and day under the direction 
ofa ganger. ‘They sleptsometimesin small 
dark places and in barns, sometimes in a 
Paisley lodging-house ; they were much 
exposed to the cold and wet. If any hon. 
Member in this House would stand up and 
say that there was no harm done bya con- , 
dition of things that compelled those poor 
girls to be exposed to such danger and 
temptation, then he would have as much | 
respect for that hon. Member as_ he 
would have for a dead dog. There were 
three or four little villages in Achill 
Island, and the people lived in houses 
unfit for human habitation. There was 
no such thing as a chimney to the 
houses, and no windows, and the only 
light that penetrated into the house was 
through the doorway. Those  one- 
roomed houses had to accommodate the 
cattle as well as the whole family. They 
had heard the right hon. and gallant 
Member for North Armagh, and theright 
hon. Gentleman the Member for South 
Antrim, denounce the Chief Secretary 
and the Attorney General for not 
putting those people into Castlebar Gaol 
if they attempted to meet together to 
discuss the problem of how to buy Achill 
Island, and put the tenants on good , 
and. Not one acre of the land in Achill 
Island had ever seen a plough, and had 


Dr. Ambrose. 
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| never been properly cultivated, and there 
| were at least 89,000 to 90.000 acres in the 


hands of graziers who employed one man 
and one dog to take care of their land, 
In one parish in the Westport Union, 


the parish of Louisburgh, there were 


50,000 acres of this grass land owned by 
the Marquess of Sligo who refused to 
accept Land Stock, and who held out for 
solid cash. That was why they were 
going in for compulsory purchase. When 
they saw a man like the Marquess of 
Sligo insisting upon solid cash for his 
land, while the people were bordering on 
starvation and living in huts in which 
hon. Members would not put a dog, they 
would not be surprised at the tenants 
going in for compulsory purchase. Some 
of those graziers in Louisburgh actually 
lived 30 miles away from the land. In 
the Islandeady parish there were 6,800 
acres owned by the Marquis of Sligo, and 
this was let to graziers. In another 
parish, where the land was owned by the 
Marquess of Sligo, there were 600 tenants, 
and not one of them above £4 valuation. 
In the Newport parish there were 30,000 
acres of land, of which there were not 30 
acres under tillage at the present 
moment. Those 30,000 acres were 
oceupied by graziers who lived between 
30 and 50 miles away, and they each 
employed on those lands only one man 
and one dog. (8.30.) 


(9.5.) Onthe return of Mr. Speaker— 


* Dr. AMBROSE resuming, said that 


looking at the attitude of hon. Members 


opposite towards Irish problems, he had 
often despaired of the House of Com- 
mons. He quite agreed with Lord 
Beaconsfield that the only remedy was 
revolution, but, of course, that was im- 
possible in poor Ireland. There was no 
other country on the face of the earth 
where such a number of people had to 
leave it for six or nine months every year. 
He doubted whether even in India the 
people were as badly situated as_they 
were on the west coast of Ireland, not 
only in Connemara, but also in Kerry. 
It was said in England that Ireland was 
enjoying the benefits of British civiliza- 
tion; he said that Ireland was enjoying 
the experience of hell under British rule. 
He would give advice to the Government 
and to the people of England as to the 





857 

remec 
was | 
God ’ 
man 
the a 
repre 
to ge 
the | 
thou; 
admit 
They 
coup 
He 

Brig! 
conve 
way ¢ 
to tel 
his te 
as dir 
what 
called 
if th 
befor 
hiin t 
the h 
slaves 
the la 
broug 
ness 

they « 
in 
nd « 
only 

curse 
Was a 
know 
evider 
beca ui 
put t! 
Engli: 
on th: 
tenant 
Trish 

asset 

anoth 
pulsor 
free: 
Gover 
out w 
} feeda 
were | 
Gat 3 
i cheape 
® land, t 
a in one 
would 
| give 

labour: 
















856 
there 
n the 
man 
land. 
nion, 
were 
d by 
ed to 
it for 
were 
When 
ss of 
r his 
1g on 
which 
, they 
nants 
Some 
tually 
. In 
6,800 
», and 
other 
y the 
ants, 
ation. 
0,000 
ot 30 
resent 
were 
pween 
each 
man 


ker— 


1 that 
nbers 
e had 
Com- 
Lord 
was 
$s im- 
as no 
earth 
iad to 
year. 
a the 
they 
I, not 
erry. 
d was 
viliza- 
oying 
rule. 
iment 
o the 








os ate ns cae 


Ei: 








857 Address in Reply to 


remediesto beadopted. His first remedy 
was Home Rule. He did not think that 


God was ever so unkind as to create any | 


man who was more capable of managing 
the affairs of a country than its elected 
representatives. His next remedy was 
to get rid of the landlords They were 
the laziest body in Ireland, and he 
thought no one would more readily 
admit that than the Attorney General. 
They never did any work, and had 
compelled their tenants to slave for them. 
He remembered travelling down to 
Brighton a few years ago, and he fell into 
conversation with a gentleman in the rail- 
way carriage, and hisfellow-traveller began 
to tell him about hia “‘fellows,’’ meaning 
his tenants in Ireland, whom he described 
as dirty andlazy. At last he asked by 
what authority hi: fellow-traveller had 
called his tenants his ‘ fellows,” just as 
if they were slaves at New Orleans, 
before slavery was abolished. He said to 
hin that God had never ordained that 
the Irish tenants should be regarded as 
slaves; that they were doing the work 


> 


the landlords refused to do; that they had | 


brought the land from a state of barren- 
ness into a state of fertility; and that 
they enabled the laudlords to idle about 
in England. He therefore said: get 


rid of the idlers who were not 
oly a curse to Ireland, but a 
curse to England. Lord Salisbury 
was a pretty shrewd man; he did not 


know if he kept a racing stable, but he 
evidently knew something about betting, 
because h# could tell people on what to 
put their money. He recommended the 
English people to put their money, not 
on the Irish landlords, but on the Irish 
tenants, and they would find that the 


Irish tenants would prove a far better | 
As | 


asset to the British Empire. 
another remedy he would give com- 
pulsory powers to County Councils, 
free from the trammels of the Local | 
Government Board, in Ireland to buy | 
out waste lands, which could not even 
feed a snipeat present. If a County Council 
were empowered to borrow, say £50,000, 
at 3 per cent., and money be got at a 
cheaper rate for the purchase of waste 
land, to be repaid, principal and interest, 
in one hundred half-yearly payments, that | 
would get rid of alot of trouble and would 
give employment to those migratory | 
labourers who now had to come to England. | 
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He advocated compulsory purchase, in 
order to free the matter from the trammels 
of the Local Government Board. Irish 
men knew that the qualification for any 
public position in Ireland—the Lord 
Chancellorship, the Lord Chief Justiceship, 
and membership of the Local Govern- 
ment Board or any other body—was that 
the candidate should from his cradle be 
totally opposed te the naticnal view, and 
that he must be a hater of the people of 
Ireland. Not one of his hon. friends would 
get one of those appointments if he 
wanted to. Of course, even if they 
were offered them, they would treat them 
with contempt, but the son of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for North 
Armagh, could get a position under the 
Local Government Board, because the 
right hon. Gentleman was, from the very 
day he first entered the House of Commons, 
the enemy of the vast majority of the 
Irish people. He supposed hon. Gentle- 
men opposite would say that the Irish 
people were agitators, but they were not. 


| Why the very men whom England exiled 


to Australia in 1848, became the very best 
citizens. He would only mention Sir 
Charles Gaven Duffy. Why then, was it 
not possible for Irishmen to be good 


citizens in Ireland if they only got the 


opportunity ? The same conditions did 
not apply in Ireland as applied in Australia. 
In Australia the people were free. The 
Irish people were not agitators in Canada, 
or in the United States of America, or in 
England. There was not a public body in 
England of which Irishmen were not mem- 
bers, and if they were capable of such things 
in England, why could not they be allowed 
to manage their own affairs ? They were 
not agitators, but owing to the misgovern- 
ment of Ireland and the misery that 
England had brought on that unfortunate 
country, they had been compelled to look 


| to agitation as the guardian, the protector, 
< ? 


and the foster mother of the country. 


*(9.18.) Mr. SHARPE (Kensington, 
N.) said that the hon. Member for 
West Mayo had done him _ injustice 


when he accused him of smiling at 
the heart-rending pictures which he 
had drawn of the Western districts. 


Though he did not sit with hon. Gentle- 
men opposite, he ventured to say, as an 
Irishman, he was as patriotic and sym- 
pathetic, and as full of love for his country 
as any hon. Member who sat upon the’ 
They differed with 


Nationalist Benches. 
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regard to the methods, but they desired | pasc. They had. on their own respon” 
the same end, the same object, the good | sibility, brought an existing law ino 
and prosperity of the people. He had | operation, and he thought they had 
been extremely pained by many of the | done wisely in so doing, having regard 
speeches which had been delivered— | to the facts brought to light by several 
by the speeches of the right hon. speakers in the debate. It ‘was con- 
Member for North Antrim on this side, | stantly said by the hon. Gentlemen 
and of the hon. Member for East Mayo opposite that it was the fault of 
on the other, in which sad facts, sad the British Government that the 
history, had been referred to in a very population of Ireland bad dwindled 
bitter and vitriolic manner not calcalated | and was dwindling; but hon. Members 
to smooth the difficulties of the Govern-| forgot that in the begining that was 
ment, or tolead this House to a line of the aot of God [Cries of “ Shame,” and 
conciliation with regard to the future of a yoice from the Irish Benches, “ That 
Ireland. He had no sympathy with the | js Blasphemy.” ] It was the potatoe 
first part of the Amendment, which | disease and the famine which followed 
aimed distinctly at a comprehensive | that led to the reduction of the over 
measure of compulsory sale of the land- | population of Ireland. [Renewed cries 
owners interest to occupying tenants.|trom the Nationalist Benches of 
That was a policy which wou'd never(;‘Shame” and “ Bias phemy.”’} 
commend itself, in his judgment, to a! 

British House of Commons, Whatever) * Mr. SPEAKER: Order, Order! The 
might be said of the misery which had | exclamations “Shame ” and “Blasphemy” 
resulted from ages of misrule in Ireland, | are entirely out of order. ; 
he did not think they should commit 

themselves to such a gross injustice to| *Mr. SHARPE continuing, said the 
one ciass, after the last 100 years had | population of Ireland in the first half of 
been characterised by the most devoted, | the century had increased abnormally. 
continuous, and persevering efforts to do | 

justice tothecountry. The Amendment; A Narjonatist MEMBER: Was not 
in the first place committed the House! ¢hat the “act of God,” too ? 

toa large, general, and comprehensive | 

scheme for the compulsory sale of the} *)fp SHARPE desired to explain 
landlords’ interest in Ireand; it then tya¢ by “act of God,” he meant noth- 
asserted, as a subsidiary matter, that the | ing more than what was usually meant 
Congested Districts Board should be re-| )y'that phrase. What wasin the nature 
organised with larger areas and compul-| of 4 visitation was always spoken of 
sory power of acquiring !and. Ii the | i, ordinary parlance << tie ae 
first port on of the Amendment had been | 5¢ God” °No one sitting on the 


omitted, the second would have been a} }enches opposite would venture to 
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fair subject for discussion, and it ee get up and say that the famine 
have been argued “ the cee for not |was the fault of British Ministers 
experiments could be enlarged with) pom Castlereagh downwards. The 


advantage. But the way to induce the | population of Ireland having been 
— of eg sod er" - such 2 | decreased by that frightful famine, 
gle was oto tole 8 Pr ‘atare hn dred the thou 
or bee ener on ee lof the Irish le, the young an 
3 hele ated lo people, the young 

“— oo interests of oe . the strong towards seeking out new 
finer a oe ore ee lands and new countries where they 

the venga way ee a aaa jcould acquire means of subsisteuce. 
siey rh ‘ ‘Se c sto ca ot ae, | Who was to blame them for having 
a a a vo *'-|done so? The tide of emigration 
There was no reason why they should |} ad at te anh meatier ‘neon 
s ~ After » heel . : ae 

ae ee eee “i thee nad! No one could blame the Ministers 
so into operation certain prov:- | of this country. No one could charge 
sions for the preservation of peace, | Sir Robert Peel with want of sympathy 
whch,so far as he understood in the| with the grave and great disaster 
wease of Scotland, had existed for ages| which befell Ireland. The Encumbered 


Mr. Sharpe. 
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Estates Court was intended to be | this wasdone by the way of consecrating 
the first of a series of reme ial | and making grateful and fragrant to us 
measures ; it was well-intentioned, and | the 50th anniversary of the accession 
might have succeeded but for other | of the late Queen. Really, I think it 
circumstances. These things being so,|is astonishing that hon. Gentlemen 
it was sad and painful to listen to the | should not be able to see the absurdity 
bitter and vitriolic utterances of the hon. | of the position. Above all, it is very 
Member for East Mayo and his col-| curious that year after year the same 
leagues. No doubt the Government had | arguments have to be addressed, and the 
succeeded to adamnosa hereditas, but who | same lectures delivered to a new and 
could say that for the last century | equally inept set of scholars. The Irish 
British Governments had not been} Member seem generation after gener- 
honestly and generously devoting them-| ation to be engaged in giving English 
selves to remedying the evils from which | Ministers and Members a liberal education 
Ireland suffered? What was — 2 Irish questions and ‘when we have 
they had not done? They had sacrificed | succeeded in partially educating them, a 
various interests, such as the Church of | dissolution occurs, they go to their 
Ireland, the landed gentry, and local | constituents, and a fresh set of ignor- 
government in counties. The grievances | amuses are returned in their stead. We 
of Ireland were deep and far-reaching, | then have to begin again our system of 
but the speech of the Chief Secretary | instruction and illumination. 
was one worthy of his office, position,; Now, taxe this Coercion Act as 
and antecedents, and it was the utter-| it was passed in 1887. I myself was 
ance of a wise and generous states-| not jin the Houseon the occasion of 
man. The Irish gentry had to be|the Second Reading of the Bill, 
considered, and in this matter of land| haying been suspended the day before, 
purchase, difficult though the question | jut I was in the Strangers’ Gallery, and 
was to deal with, they would be con-)] well remember it was the day the 
sidered by the present House of Com- Pigott forgeries appeared in The Times. 
mons. English members and the British | Those Pigott forgeries were used to 
people generally would not be influenced | coerce the unwilling Unionist party to 
by the speeches of a few agitators.|yote for the measure. But for those 
Ireland had suffered, and _ suffered forgeries, I venture to say that that Act 
bitterly ; she reminded him of the woman | would never have been passed. What 
in the Gospel who had suffered much of | o¢eyrred and what was the chief induce- 
many physicans and was none the better, | ment for the passing of the Act? I 
but rather made worse; she wanted | should always regard this incident—no 
not compulsory sale, not experimental) matter how much one may learn to 
legislation, but firm administration, respect the right hon. Gentleman’s 
personal rule, rest. He strongly urged] motives—as a shocking breach of faith 
the House to reject the Amendment. | committed by the First Lord of the 
| Treasury, then Chief Secretary. On 
(9.35.) Mr. T. M. HEALY: I) 17th May, 1887, on the question of 
gather from the somewhat full-blooded | appeals, the right hon. Gentleman com- 
phrases of the hon. Member who has/ mitted what I regard as the most 
just spoken that he must be an Irishman | appalling breach of the plighted word of 
himself ; it certainly requires a gentleman | a Minister ever made in this House, and 
from the other country to deliver such | one that should for «ver prevent this 
a speech as he has given us. He has | Act being put into force. On that occa- 
told us that the series of coercion acts | sion the Opposition was represented by 
which have been passed for Irelandin the | the tremendous force of the right hon. 
last 80 years were a perfect disgrace to | Gentleman the Member for Midlothian, 
the Parliament of England—a statement | and, with the instinct of a statesman 
in which I cordially concur. But it was | and a warrior, he took up this question 
no disgrace to that Parliament that|of evading the common law, of 
England in the 87th year of the Union | evading the right of trial by jury, and 
should have rolled all those Coercion Acts | of remitting all these delicate and 
into one and made them perpetual ! ay doubtful questions — questions of illegal 
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conspiracy, illegal assembly, and the} memory that goes back to the beginning 


right of public meeting—to removable 
magistrates—or as I would call them, 
immovable magistrates, because they 
are never open to the arguments of the 
defendants’ counsel. What was the reply 
of the present First Lord of the Treasury ? 

‘* The right hon. Gentleman went on to say 
that the law of conspiracy is an obscure law. 
He said it is a difficult law which is capable of 
dangerous extensioz, and that we are leaving 
it to the administration of men who are not 
learned in the law, viz., the resident magis- 
trates; but the right hon. Gentleman forgets 
that the resident magistrate’s decision is not 
final.” 
Then I interrupted, and the right hon. 
Gentleman continued 

“Tf do not complain of the interruption. The 
hon. and learned Member is quite correct in 
saying that under the Bill as we have drafted it 
we may be followed too close by the Act of 1882, 
and that by the existing law of Ireland there 
is no appeal if the imprisonment is for less 
than one month, but we propose to give an 
appeal in every case. There will be an appeal 
in every case to a County Court Judge, and if 
on legal technicalities a County Court Judge 
is objected to, the Government will be prepared 
to consider a plan for giving an appeal in 
cases in which any legal difticulty may be 
involved to a still higher tribunal.” : 

What happened on that solemn pledge ! 
There was at the time in this House a 
little German Jew named Baumann. A 
man of about as much importance as a 
doorkeeper. He made a protest, and the 
next day there appeared in The Times two 
letters ; one from this amiable German, 
and the other from a gentleman then 
representing a London constituency, and 
who now, I believe, is Recorder of 
London, but who then, as Lord Randolph 
Churchill would have said, was on the 
cadye for a job—Sir Forrest Fulton. 
These gentlemen protested against the 
idea that Irish Members sent to gaol by 
their political opponents should have any 
right of appeal even to a County Court 
Judge appointed by the Government 
itself. On the representation of these 
two men, the First Lord of the Treasury— 
and he has never been able to explain his 
action, and all the waters of the sea will 
not wash out his breach of faith—dropped 
the solemn pledge given tothe Member for 
Midlothian, and upon which this clause was 
passed, with the result that the resident 
magistrates obtained absolute power to give 
a month’s imprisonment without appeal. 
A law passed under these circumstances 
in regard toa country which watches 
every breach of faith, which has a 


Mr. Healy. 


of all things British, it is in such a situa- 
tion as this that you propose once more 
to renew this appalling measure. Accord- 
ing to the hon. Member for North 
Kensington, the great merit of this 


Act is that it may be put into 
operation mechanically. I should say 
the fact that this Act has been 


made perpetual involved the corollary 
that it should never be put in force 
until circumstances havearisen in Ireland 
which would justify, if the Act was not 
perpetual, the passing of a temporary 
measure. Therefore I say that hon. 
| Members and Ministers should be able to 
establish, before this Act is put in force, 
whether circumstances exist which, if 
the Act had not been perpetual, would 
have entitled them to come to Parliament 
and ask for a temporary measure. 


I listened to the speech made by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
South Antrim, and I presume that he 
brought forth from his repertoire all the 
cases that would justify the re-enactment 
of this Act. I must say that the 
right hon. Gentleman has now added a 
/new terror to existence in this country. 
He has made me now consider the case, 
not of the placemen, but of the ex-place- 
men. Heisthe enlarged placeman—the 
tiger out of lair so to speak—and I 
would really ask the Irish Government is 
it fair to unfortunate Ireland to give an 
Irish Orange Member a job— his virus is 
sufficient already—and then let his dis- 
appointed fangs loose upon themselves and 
the Government. I respectfully ask the 
Government to consider whether the next 
time they give any Irish Member afplace on 
the Bench, and find it necessary for the 
good of the country to release him from 
obligations there, it would not be best to 
send him to the Bermudas as Governor or 
some other light and entertaining occupa- 
‘tion of the kind suited to his tastes and 
| prejudices. The right hon. Gentleman 
| went over the entire case against the 
/Government. Strange to say he was two 
years a member of the Government while 
all those horrors were going on, and he 
never said a word as long as his mouth 
was stopped by £2,000 a year. 

I was delighted to hear the Member for 
South Antrim say he had other cases. 
listened to his cases with great care, and 

I think if the right hon. Gentleman had 
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one on a little longer with his speech he 
would have made the Chief Secretary popu- | 
lar with the Irish Members. The right | 
hon. Gentleman referred to the case of the | 
newspaper reporter named Quinn and | 
whether he meets with 4 or 64 magistrates | 
I wish him a happy delivery. This re- | 
porter was reporti ng the proceedings of a! 
Board of Guardians in Ireland when a 
policeman interrupted him in the middle 
of his stenography with a warrant for 
his arrest. It would have been much 
more prudent if the officer of the law 
had waited until the reporter had got 
outside. On that g-ound the late Secretary 
to the Admiralty declares that the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant has com- | 
mitted an outrage, and thet his action has 
caused dismay in every part of the House. 
In another case where a man was prosecuted 
for some offence, and the magistrates 
released him, to come up for trial when 
called upon, because the branch pa-sed 
a resolution with which the right hon. 
Gentleman does not agree, he suggests 
that the Chief Secretary was guilty of 
some grave dereliction of duty. 

The case of Canon O’Hare which the 
right hon. Gentleman alluded to was one 
in which this gentleman was assured of 
making a speech within two miles of a 
place where another meeting had been 
proclaimed some months ago. ‘Those are 
the four cases to meet which the Parlia- 
ment of England is asked by the right 
hon. Gentleman the member for South 
Antrim to passa new Coercion Act, and 
to suspend the liberty of the subject in 
Ireland, a more ridiculous farrago of 
nonsense he had never heard. He says 
that if any of the tenants on De Freyne 
estate are miserable there is an easy out- | 
let, because the Government had afforded | 
them facilities for emigration. And so in 
future whenever anyone in Ireland is 
oppressed, harried, weary, and heavy 
laden the answer is: “A single ticket 
for New York from Holyhead.” Liberty 
was bought by men’s blood, fought 
for with knives and hatchets—{‘ Oh, 
oh” and a laugh]—that, I may tell) 
hon. Members opposite, is a phrase of 
The Times in the days of the Italian insur- 
rection. Is it to be pretended that it is | 
in circumstances like the present that 
the liberty of members of this House | 
is to be interfered with, and that Ireland | 
isin such a terrible plight? What is the | 
whole story? Who has blown the bel- | 
lows of this miserable business ? Lord | 
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Ardilaun. All this pretence is due to 
the newspaper of one discontented Peer 
—not only discontented, as I am 
told now, but also a _ pro-Boer in 
disguise--Lord Ardilaun, because he 
does not get his step in the peerage, 
a Star or a Garter. If I had been the 
Government ! would have given him a 
garter for both his legs. I hope I have 
not made any error in the insignia. 
Perhaps there are two Garters. I cannot 
understand the reluctance of the Govern- 
ment in a grave case of this kind to 
gratify the ambitions of Lord Ardilaun. 
It was his newspaper in Ireland that had 
served up the whole thing. If Lord 
Ardilaun had not existed, I venture to 
say—such is the weakness of the Govern- 
ment—there would not have been one 
single word about these arrests—there 
would not have been a word of the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite heard. 


the King’s Speech. 


With the exception of this compara- 
tively small area, where the people prac- 
tically cannot get bread, and where they 
are in a state of chronic misery, land- 
lords’ rents were never better paid than 
at present, and the country as a whole 
was never so steeped in quietness as at 
present. The right hon. Member for 
North Armagh was at any rate better 
advised, for he does not attempt to 


make this the occasion of a fresh 
coercion debate, but rather ad- 
mits the case put from this side. 


I was thinking is it not a great pity that 
all these fine young men, capable, like 
all my countrymen, and unable to find 
occupation on their own shores, should 
be denied facilities for emigration? I 
was half wondering whether, when the 
Chief Secretary was approached on be- 
half of the son of a very distinguished 
Member of this House for a position on 
the Irish Local Government Board, he 
did not say, “Oh, we will give him 
facilities for emigration.” It is a pity 
that this young man, as brilliant as his 
father is, should not shine beneath the 
Southern Cross, or find the new highway 
of freedom amid the pines of Canada, or 
perhaps he might become the President 
of the United States, if the White Star 
Line would only provide him with a 
steerage ticket. The idea of putting this 
forth as a serious argiment in the case 
of a country which in the lifetime of 
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Members of this House has lost four 
millions of its population! Have you 
no answer—you, of all nations of the 
earth, except, to use the word of the 
Member for Kensington, that this is 
“the Act of God?” The increase of deposits 
in the Savings Bank is due to the bene- 
ficeence of the British Government, but 
the emigration is the act of God. What- 
ever happens that is bad for the country 


is the act of God, or of the agitators— 


the same thing I suppose. I heard 
that argument used in this House 
in 1884. Why don’t you count the 
postage stamps ! There were none 


fifty years ago. Now, why don't you 
count the increase in the telephones and 
in the Marconi telegraph stations. There 
are three of these stations now and there 
were none in the late reign, and so you 
might go down the whole gamut of 
absurdities to show that Ireland is pros- 
pering. These things are seriously put 
forth in answer tothe demands of eighty 
men who are here, and here, only to 
testify to the misrule with which you 
have afflicted our country. I have put 
the question before in the House. Why, 
if you must hold our nation, don’t you 
say honestly that you do it for strategic 
purposes? Why don’t you put your 
grounds in this way—‘‘We have emi- 
grated the Boers to Ceylon. and we have 
permitted your extermination just as we 
permit the extermination of the Boer 
babes as the act of God. It 1s a necessity 
for this larger island that we should hold 
your country because you are a danger- 
ous population and not to be trusted?” 
If you would put forward that argument 
we could meet it. We would show you 
how you could shackle. and, | may say, 
amputate our limb:, and at the same 
time allow us some decenter system of 
government than you offer us now. 

The hon. Member for Waterford, in the 
brilliant speech he made _ yesterday, 
brought forward the case of the De 
Freyne estate. 
of the West of Ireland as perhaps | 
should. It may be that Lord De Freyne, 
being a poor man, was unable to make 
any amelioration in the condition of 
those people without doing great wrong 
to himself. That isthe argument. But 
let me give you the case of the Chairman 
of Committees in the House of Lords-—— 
Lord Morley. Let me give you this case 


Mr. Healy. 





{COMMONS} 


Ido not know so much | 
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‘not from impoverished Connaught or of 
an impoverished native Irish proprietor, I 
ask English gentlemen to pause on this 
question and to sayis there not some neces- 
sity for some measure, if not of compulsion 
at least of pre-emption in regard to a 
case of this kind. Lord Morley owns 
_five-sixths of an estate in County Cavan, 
I am bound to say that Lord Charles 
Beresford sold lands eight {years ago in 
Ireland on very handsome terms to 
the tenants. and they have always 
allowed him to go there since and 
'shoot. Lord Morley owns an estate near 
by, having a rental of something like 
£2,800 a year. He has an agent named 
Johnstone, who for some purposes of his 
own allowed the arrears on the estate to 
accumulate, and made no substantial 
effort to collect them, so that untila 
vear or two of the present time there was 
something like £12,000 arrears due on 
this estate, which is cut-away bog and 
barren territory, just the same as the 
land in Connaught. The tenants 
approached him and asked him if he 
would sell it. Lord Morley indicated 
that he would. The tenants at the end 
of October sent him an offer of sixteen 
years purchase of the rent, less 6s. 8d. 
in the £, rebatement, which he had been 
giving them for twenty years. He 


did not go into the Land Court, 
but he gave that abatement, and 
therefore, the sixteen years purchase 


was to be subject to that abatement. 
It is said there is no necessity for com- 
pulsion or even pre-emption. What did 
Lord Morley do? Not, I am sure, on 
his own initiative. The next thing the 
tenants heard was a letter from his lord- 
ship, in which he said he regretted that 
a sale was practically completed. That 
was a sale to other people and over the 
heads of those tenants, and one would 
suppose, of course, at a much larger 
amount. The next thing the tenants 
heard was a falsehood, which, I am sure, 
Lord Morley never heard of, in the shape 
of a printed notice purporting to be 
signed by Lord Morley, that he had sold 
the estate to Mr. Crookenden and Mr. 
‘Casey, and that he had appointed Mr. 
‘Hatt as agent on 5th December, 1901, 
for the collection of rents. Now mark 
/that. Lord Morley had never sold to 
| Mr. Crookenden and Mr. Casey, but to 
speculators, well-known and_ notorious. 
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Mr. Saunders and this agent, Mr. John- 
stone, are found to have been the as- 
signees of the estate on money raised on 
mortgages amounting to £23,000. In 
other words, his lordship was misled 
into selling his estate to those people, 
who had not a shilling themselves, and 
raised the entire money on mortgages 
for £10,000 less than the unfortunate 
tenants were willing to give. Why do I 
mention this? Do you think the tenants 
on this Cavan estate will pay up their | 
rents cheerfully to Messrs. Crookenden, | 
Saunders and Hatt? 
kind. Do you think they will pay their | 
arrears? Nothing of the kind. 

We are told by the right hon. and 
gallant Member for North Armagh that | 
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there will be a combination of landlords | 


pitted against tenants in cases of this kind. | 
Well, whoever goes up the mountains to | 
clear out the 300 or 400 befooled tenants, 


who have been depoiled of what théy | 
conceive to be their right—namely, the | 


tight of pre-emption in the case of an | 
absentee landlord--whoever marches up 
the hill will be well advised if they march 
down on the other side. I am not one | 
of those who would advise any tenant 
needlessly to enter into a campaign | 
against his landlord ; but if ever there 
was a case justified by the circumstances 
it is this, when you find landsharks 
going about the country misleading the 
honest owners of an estate and inducing 
them to sell that estate for the purpose 
of having a subsequent deal under the | 
Purchase Acts. I say that is a prostitu- 
tion of publ money, and the Govern- 
ment should give no countenance to it. 
There is at the present moment an in- 
terest attaching to every question of 
this kind. I am sorry to say that the 
condition of one estate in one county in 
Ireland is not comparable to any other | 
estate. I do say it would be satisfac- | 
tory to the House, and certainly it would | 
have been satisfactory to the Irish | 
Members, if the Chief Secretary had in- | 

dicated in his speech some intention of | 
dealing with circumstances such as these | 
I lave mentioned, and as to the right | 
of pre-emption which a landlord who | 
was clearing out of Ireland bag and | 
baggage is exercising. We hear a 
great deal in Ireland of the law-| 
lessness of the words addressed to tenants | 
by platform agitators. I wonder if mem- | 
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| smith. 


although 
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| bers of this House have ever read the 
evidence given by Sir Redvers Buller, 
| whose sayings and doings have been 
/so much canvassed of late. By the way, 
| the Government seemed to have a 
mania of getting rid of all their good 
|men not only i in “the Army but in the 
|Navy. As we are engaged in giving 
‘them these old lessons over again of 
| w hich I confess | am getting tired, I 
| wonder if hon. Members have ever read 
‘the evidence given by Sir Redvers 
Buller at the Railway Hotel, Killarney, 
when he was sent over to Ireland to be, 
in the words of Lord Salisbury, “a 
|fresh eye in the head of the Govern- 
ment?” Sir Redvers Buller was ap- 
pointed in August, 1886, and_ his 
evidence was given in November of the 
|}same year. He had not been much 
longer in Natal when he relieved Lady- 
Perhaps it might be said that he 
could not get much knowledge of the 
condition of Ireland in that time, because 
he had moonlighters to deal with. He 
was asked by the late Lord Milltown, an 
Irish Peer 
“Do you suggest that there should be a 
discretion in giving decrees of ejectment (such as 
have been given against the De Freyne tenants 
and such as will seon be issued against Lord 
Morley’s tenants), and that there should be 
some means of modifying and redressing the 


grievance of rents heing higher still “than 
people can pay ?” 


the King’s Speech. 





This was what Sir Redvers Buller said— 


“i think so. You have got a very ignorant, 
poor people and the law should ‘look after 
them, instead of which it has only looked after 
the rich. That at least appears to me to be 
the case.” 

Sir Redvers Buller was not dismissed 
from office for making that speech, 
I think it did much more 
harm to the British system in Ireland 
and its methods of government than his 
recent speech at a luncheon in London. 
Luncheon speeches, by the way, seem to 
|be rather the fashion just now. Again, 
‘in answer to another question Sir 
| Redvers Buller—he was speaking, be it 


remembered, in 1896, of the Land 
— said— 
“Nobody had any sympathy with the 


tenants until the League was established, and 


| when the landlords could not let their farms, 


they were then forced to consider the question 
of rent.” 

Force! I was very much amused 
when it was said that nothing is done in 
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Ireland except for the rich, at a question | sympathy with ordinary crime, or that 
put in this House yesterday to the) in their ordinary domestic relation they 
Financial Secretary to the War Office by | have not a higher standard of morality 
the hon. and learned Member for North | than in England? Yet, at the Uork 
Antrim, about the Society for Pro-|,Winter Assizes, the largest county in 
moting Protestant Schools in Ireland, | Ireland, where 70 or 80 jurors were 
which is a Society for kidnapping young | summoned to try Bridget Neilan charged 
Papists and turning them into Protest-| with infanticide, I find that 64 Papists 
ants by a patent “soupery”’ process. !| were ordered by the Crown to stand 
observe the confident assurance with| aside. That was not a case of land 
which this hon. Member of a learned and | grabbers. I ask when the Governmen 
; eg . 
privileged class put this question in the | have resort to these miserable subter. 
House— ifuges in a case of that kind where are 
‘they goi ! Would it not | 
: ‘ b they going to stop! ouid it not bea 

“To ask the Financial Secretary to the War | BE Act Ty ar for His Maiesty’ 
Office whether he is aware that the War Mir pecs 5 ‘ ee 
Department took a portion of the agricultural | Ministers, as on other questions of exual 
land at Athlone belonging to the Incorporated | importance, to adopt the Chamberlain 
: . 4 5 “ l y ’ i 
—— id ‘diene vee frseuny 0 eae in} plan. I noticed that when the right hon, 
reland (lands confiscated from the Catholics), Member was met by an Amendment, in 
compensating the the occupying tenant, but ii a tier = ( nae 
paying nothing to the Society, who were the careful Mosalc, by _ the )pposition, he 
landlords—Dean Swift has said: ‘When | spatchcocked himself into the middle of 
nothing’s left one s apnea Be — a the debate, and took all the wind out of 
magazine, —that having covered the land with ee ae » x \OSiti bv savin 
fortifications, mounds, and buildings, the War | the sails me th Ippo: “ee 0 i ing he 
Department surrendered the lands under their would give them everything they wanted, 
powers in 1896 unfit for agricultural purposes and perhaps a little more. Would it not, 
by orn of these mei : —_ ee then, have been reasonable for the Chief 
ry the Society to compe the War Departinent Secretary in this case to indicate what 
to restore the surrendered land to their original | ~~ lain ek as ‘iewes ee: 
state the War Office obtained in the Court of | WeTe the on at “4 lo Government with 
of Appeal in Ireland an Order for £404 4s. 4d. regard to this system of purchase, to give 

I } ‘ . 5 in a = ° 5 

costs to the : rown ; and whether seeing that | us some sign of what his measure is to he, 
the Society ( veing Protestant) had no income | and above all to declare that it is one 
available for meeting this expense, and that its ids Flis Meatocte’s Gover . 
exaction would eripple the Society in earrying WMIch His Majesty s Government intend 
its educational work, the War Department will | to press forward to a final and decisive 
favourably consider the remission of theirclaim | issue ? I noticed the quavering and halt- 
for costs. ing manner in which the right hon 
The noble Lord, the Financial Secretary Gentleman made allusion to this question. 
to the War Office, said that the question I can well understand the argument 
of remission of these costs would receive |“ When remedies hy means of purchase on 
the favourable consideration of His | the voluntary system are exhausted, hay- 
Majesty’s Government. In the face of 86 , ing given every temptation to the landlord 
vigilant Nationalist Members they could | t0 sell, we will consider later on the 
get as a matter of course the remission of question of the residuum.” But the Chief 
£404 due to the taxpayers of the Secretary did nothing of the kind, nor 
were did he make any reply to the statement 


Protestants! I wonder if 300 or 400) 0f my hon. friend in regard to this 
system of suppression of 


poor Irish tenants would have had their appalling 4 l ‘ 
costs remitted to them after unsuccessful public meetings by means of the Darwin- 
litigation! Is not this an example that | @" selection of the constabulary. That 
in Ireland there are favoured sects and 
favoured classes, and I take it as a 
sample of the basis of English rule in 
Ireland. In China there is a system of 
competitive examination for Mandarines, 
but in Ireland for 700 years positions 
had been filled by a single favoured class, | 
and this is extended even to jurors. | 

Take another case. 


country because the _ litigants 


Then you have the policeman with his 
spiked helmet and waving his baton about 


are methods not of coercion they are 


Mr. Healy. 





is the natural selection of oratory. | 


like the conductor of an _ orchestra— J 
and eniulating Mr. Speaker with his cries | 
of Order, Order! will you come to the § 
particular point in your speech. These | 


Is infanticide | Methods of absurdity and farce, much as | 


popular in Ireland? Is it pretended |I-could have wished the right hon. } 
that the people of Ireland have any|Gentleman a happier course than that 
| 
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which he is pursuing, I tell him the | 
course that he is pursuing is one that 

will not gain him respect for firmness on 

this side of the House, neither will it get | 
him the gratitude of those who pretend 

to be his friends on that. 


*(10,30.) THe ATTORNEY GENER AL 
ror IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.): I will not attempt to deal with 
many of the topics which has been raised in- 
this debate. No doubt another opportunity 
for discussing them will arise during the 
course of the session, and, therefore I 
shall pass by much that has been said by 
hon. Members to which, if I had either 
time or opporcunity, I should do my 
best to reply. Iam sure, however, that 
hon. Members will not take it in ill-part 
if I do not refer to their speeches. 1 do 
not propose to enter at all into the ques- 
tion of compulsory purchase. I think it 
is easy to show that the statements con- 
tained in this Amendment—the first of 
which is that this question of compulsory 
purchase and sale is so pressing and so 
imperative that the Government deserve | 
censure for not being now ready with a 
solution, and the second of which is that 
as the Government are not ready with a 
solution immunity is to be given to the 
criminal agitation which has been insti- 
tuted in Ireland to forward this purpose 
—can be refuted. Whatever the merits 
of compulsory sale and purchase may be, 
whether it be possible or not, I have 
observed throughout the progress of this 
debate no single Member has alluded to 
the difficulties and dangers that present 
themselves in its path. The right hon. 
Gentleman, the Member for Montrose who 
was in office from 1892 to 1895 brought 
in a Land Bill, but he did not attempt to 
deal with compulsory purchase, although 
it would have been quite competent for 
him to have brought in such a Bill if it 
were desired. He himself has suggested, 
to use hig own words, that 

“There is no such crucial test as drawing | 
a Bill.” 

I should like to see any one of these | 
hon. Members who talk so flippantly 
about bringing in a Bil! put down toa desk | 
and asked to draw a measure of the kind. | 
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tenant. They would have to consider 
the dangers which would arise from the 
measure being immediate and universal, 
and not gradual and progressive. They 
would also have to takeinto consideration 
thedanger of making Ireland the tenant 
uf this country at the very time that this 
measure is asked for for the purpose of 
freeing Ireland from English control, and 
securing her that independence which 
the hon. Member for Waterford said 
compulsory purchase was one of the 
means of obtaining. They would also 
have to remember that the hon. Member 
for East Mayo, although he seemed con- 
veniently to forget it, when the Volun- 
tary Purchase Bill of the First Lord of 
the Treasury was introduced 1891 was 
before the House, stood up in his place 
and said that the time might come when 
for political or social purposes t ey, the 
Nationalists, would order their followers 
in Ireland to repudiate their debts. 

All these things would have to be 
considered, but I do not propose to enter 
into them to-night. The policy of the 
Unionist Government is to establish the 
principle of peasant propriety in Ireland, 
and that is an object I take it, to which 
each party in theState is committed. That 
principle was first applied in the Church 
Bill of 1869. It was carried out to some 
extent in the Bill of 1870. It was taken 
up again in 1885, again in 1887, and 
again in 1891. It is the object of each 


|party in the State that this difficulty 


should be solved, but it by no means 
follows that those who talk most freely 
about it are those who are ready with a 
solution. It has been its fate to have 
been used as agrarian questions had been 
used before; to give same life and some 
vitality to those political and national 
questions, which, without it, would also 
sink and die of inanition. It was for 
that reason that after the Fenian fiasco 


| of 1867, and the almost as absurd fiasco 


of 1848, it was revealed to the agitators 


of Ireland that in order to keep national 


movements upon their legs and make 
them progress at all it was necessary to 
join with them agrarian questions to pull 
them as an engine pulls itstrain. I may 


They would have to consider whether it | say for myself that I bitterly regret that 


should be reciprocal or not, and if re- 


ciprocal they would have to consider | 
what should be the tribunal to fix the pur- 
chase money of in the case of an unwilling 


| Board, a beneficent policy in 


| the whole policy of the Congested Districts 


itself, 
‘and a policy which must be carried 
out, if carried out at all, with benev- 


i 9% 
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olence, in a philanthropic spirit, and; Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Be a little 
with temper, tact, kindliness, and | more careful. 

patience has been thus degraded and 

has been sought to be made a mere; *Mp, ATKINSON: My recollection of 
instrument for dragging forward a the effect of the hon. Member's words is 
polit cal agitation. The hon. Member| that the hon. Member did not approve 
for Waterford announced that there) of theaction of the United Irish League. 
were three ways of obtaining Home| The United Irish League from the first 
Rule. There was one way by force, | adopted the principle of compulsory 
a second by agreement, and there was purchase, and I understood that, at all 
lastly, this compulsory sale. which would | eyents in 1889, the hon. Member dis- 
drive out the garrison from Ireland. If | approved of the action of the United 
compulsory sale has all these merits, 1 | [rish League, and said it was impossible 
it is sucha help to the efforts to which | to get up an agitation for compulsory 


the hon. Member has devoted so much | sale, 

of his life, the thing which strikes one 

as strange is that it took him so long to} te JOHN REDMOND: Gute a 
discover its merits, because it was on'y ie . Tas y 
in 1899 that he condemned and derided | ¥°°°* 


it as the work of the United Iris] 
League | *M, ATKINSON : Ifthe hon. Member 


thinks Iam in any way misrepresenting 
Mr JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) | !™"—— 


Does the right hon. Gedtleman mean to | Mr. JOHN REDMOND: You are 


, that I eve ny ti I : . 
— vin ha time derided misrepresenting me, and you know you 
compulsory purchase? I invite him to pene ‘ ; 


quote my words. 
; | *Mr. SPEAKER: I hope the hon. Gen- 
ve," Mr. ATKINSON: I think they have | tleman will withdraw that. He said 
been quoted already. I did not profess | that the right} hon, Gentleman was 
to use the hon. Member's words misrepresenting him, and that he knew 
| he was doing it. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The right | i ; | 
hon. Gentleman must allowme. Hesaid) Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Of course I 
that | hadon some occasion derided the | will withdraw, but I think that you, Sir, 
principle of compulsory purchase— | and the House will admit that I have had 
attacked it. I ask him to quote the| some provocation. I again say to the 
words. I utterly deny that I ever said | right hon. Gentleman if he wants to 
anything of the kind in my life. | fasten any charge on me in connection 
i 'with any statement of mine, he is 


*Mr. ATKINSON : The hon. Member | bound to quote my words. 
misinterprets what I said. The speech *Mr. SPEAKER: Am Ito understand 


as been already referred to by my right | : 
ne fiend eee i that the hon. Gentleman has withdrawn 
the statement ? 





Mr. JOHN REDMOND: No, no!) Mp. JOHN REDMOND: I have with- 
Quote the words yourself. Mr. Speaker, drawn at your instance, Mr. Speaker. 
this is a serious matter. The right hon. 
Gentleman's words are in the recollection} *)jp SPEAKER: I understand the 
of the House. He distinctly stated that I) right hon. Gentleman has also with- 
had at some time derided and attacked | grawn? 
the principle of compulsory purchase. 
I deny that, and | challenge him to Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The right 
quote my words. hon. Gentleman said he withdrew, and 
then he proceeded, without quoting the 

*Mr. ATKINSON: I withdraw the! words, to fastenon me the same inter- 
statement. pretation. 


Mr, Healy. 
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* Mr. ATKINSON : I did not intend cause.” In addition to this, the right 
to quote any words. If I have in any hon. Gentleman complains that we did 
way misrepresented the hon. Member, not put in force coercion against 
[entirely withdraw. I may, however, organised intimidation, and that we did 
wy that, up to 1899, it never struck the not two years ago suppress crimes of the 
hon. Gentleman that this policy was of | character which took place on the De 
such vital importance to secure the inde-| Freyne estate. As to theaccusation that 
pendence of Ireland. we “assumed an attitude which clothed 

with appreval opponents of the Unionist 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Nonsense. | cause,” what are the grounds on which 

/it is made? They have been already 

*Mr. ATKINSON: I will pass from | dealt with in some degree, with his 
that, because, as I have said, I do not/ usual pungent humour, by tho hon. and 
propose to discuss the question, | learned Member for North Louth. Two 
but whatever may be the merits! instances, and two alone, were selected— 
of compulsory sale the Government | the cases of Quinn and Calvy. 
yere bound to take action to check and | 
ponish crime. Before however I deal, *Mr. MACARTNEY: I mentioned the 
vith that question I should like to refer | appointment of Mr. Oldham. 
to the speech which has been made by | 
ny right hon. Friend the Member for| *Mr. ATKINSON: Wide as this Amend- 
South Antrim. Everybody will, I think, | ment 1s, embracing so many subjects as 
admit that it is not possible either for a|it does, it passes my comprehension 
Government or an individual who en-| to understand how the promotion of Mr. 
deavours to steer an even keel between | Oldham can fairly come within its pur 
the two conflicting parties in Ireland, so| view. However, I am not cognisant of 
tomanage affairs as to meet with the/ that matter, and J cannot deal with it. 
approval of the opponents that exist on| My right hon. friend the Chief Secretary 
diferent sides of politics in Ireland. | is President of the Department concerned, 
Hence it s that to-night we are bitterly and it would have been fairer if the right 
wailed on one side for having put in| hon. Gentleman had made his speech 
ore any of the provisions of the Crimes before the Chief Secretary spoke, so that 
Act of 1887, while we are as vehemently | he could have dealt with the matter. 
sailed on the other side because we did | 


wot put them into force long ago. I am! *\Mp. MACARTNEY: I insist on mak- 


jiad the right hon. Gentleman has | ing this explanation. I gave way last 


ought forward his charge. We are | night to the Chief Secretary for Ireland. 


quite aware that discontent exists, but | He desired to speak at a certain time, 


believe the criticisms upon us are 'and it was entirely for the convenience 
qfounded and unfair. Whether that | of my right hon. friend that I did not 


so or not, it is unquestionably | intervene in the debate last night. 

wetter that these opinions should | 

» expressed here, where they can | *Mx. ATKINSON: At all events, I 
discussed, than outside, , and so pass by that matter; I cannot deal with 
ar from complaining iof the right hon. | it because I know nothing whatever 
entleman’s criticisms, we welcome them. | about it. What are the other two cases ? 
I am quite sure my right hon, friend is 
too old a parliamentary hand not to have 
brought forward the strongest cases he 
*Mr. MACARTNEY: I did not. could collect, but what are they? Out 
of the whole history of this Government, 


*Mr. ATKINSON: He declared that | both while he was a member of it and 


re have assumed an attitude which | since, the right hon. Gentleman has 


}thed with approval opponents of the | selected these two cases as proof that the 


Unionist cause, and I can conceivenothing | Government has abandoned its duty, 
thich would be more false to Unionist | abandoned its friends, and clothed with 
rinciples than an endeavour “to clothe | approval its enemies. The case of Quinn 
vith approval opponents of the Unionist | is the first, and of that it is difficult to. 


2L2 
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speak seriously. 
and bound over to keep the peace or to 
be imprisoned for a month. He was 
a reporter, and a policeman arrested him 
at a meeting of the Poor Law Guardians. 
I believe that in the first instance a 


policeman was about to arrest him, but | 
an assurance was given that he would | 
the | 


be present at the end of 
meeting, and then another policeman 
came and arrested him. 
made of that, and the superiors of the 


police officer, before whom the complaint | 


came, considered that it was a very un- 
wise and improper way of executing the 
warrant. ‘hat it would have been 
quite easy to have waited until the man 
was leaving the meeting. ‘The police 


officer's superiors—who, after all, the| 
doubtless | 
admit, ought to be the best judges of | 
what is becoming discipline in the force | 
—disapproved of the action taken by the | 
constable, and all that my right hon. friend | 


hon. Gentleman will 


right 


did, was to write a letter in reply to the 


Board of Guardians, who complained of | 


their meeting being invaded by the 
police, expressing in the very same words 


the opinion expressed by the superior | 


officers of the constable. 

But ridiculous as Quinn’s case is, the 
other is even worse. It is the case of a 
man named Calvy. Calvy was secretary 
to the local league and he wrote a letter 
The right hon. Gentleman calls it a 
threatening letter, and in one sense it is. 
It is a threatening letter within the 
provisions of a yery old statute, 1 and 2 
Will. [V., but I venture to think that 
when [ read it to the House, hon. 
Members. if they are unacquainted with 
the provisions of that statute, would come 
to the con:lusion that it is ot a criminal 
letter at all. Here it is— 

‘It was reported in the Committee yesterday 
that you were supplying ——— with goods. 
Of course, I do not want to prevent you doing 
as you like, but Iam to inform vou that we will 
take all steps in our power to prevent - 
living in our midst, and if you come under our 
rules you can only blame yourself. A reply will 
oblige.” 

I examined that letter most carefully, 
and came to the conclusion that it came | 
within 1 and 2 Will. IV. I accordingly | 
directed that Calvy should be prosecuted. | 
But the first difficulty in the matter was | 
that it was perfectly impossible to prove | 
Calvy’s signature, and I do not believe 


Mr. Atkinson, 





{COMMONS} 


Quinn was brought up | that to this day we could have succeeded 


Complaint was | 
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in the prosecution but for the fact that 
|Calvy appeared as a witness in some 
/subsequent proceedings, and _ with 
app*rent unconsciousness of having done 
anything in the least wrong or illegal, said 
“{ wrote the letter.” I have had a good 
deal of experience, but I have never 
known an accused person averse to taking 
| advantage of any quibble with which the 
law furnished him, or, above all, of the 
plea that he was not obliged to say 
anything that would incriminate hin.self, 
and I am confident that had Calvy 
‘thought for one instant he had com 
| mitted any offence by writing that letter 
| he would have refused to answer at all 
as to the authorship of it. But that 
admission having been made, the prosecu- 
tion went on, and the case came before a 
jury. I wish my right hon. friend had 
had some experience of the difficilty of 
securing a conviction in an agrarian case 
from a western jury. The judge, in 
charging the jury, called attention to 


the extraordinary fact — new in his 
experience —that the accused had 
admitted writing the letter, and he 


presumed therefore, that the act would 
| be justified. But Calvy’s solicitor came 
| to the representative of the Crown, and 
| said, “‘Calvy did not think he was doing 
‘anything wrong, and if he pleads guilty 
‘will you refrain from pressing for punish- 
|ment?” The representative of the 

Crown thought it would be a good thing 
| to get a conviction, but he also felt certain 
‘that Calvy had no idea he was doing 
| wrong, and therefore, when Calvy made 
|a long apology for what he had done, he 
did not press for punishment. Calvy 
‘thereupon received a lecture from the 
| judge, and was released on recognisances, 
_to come up for judgment when called on. 


*Mr. MACARTNEY: Will my right 
‘hon. friend complete the story by in- 
‘forming the House what was the result 
'to the man who received this harmless 


| letter 3 
*Mr. ATKINSON: I do not know. 


*Mr. MACARTNEY: Well, I can tell 
you. He lost £200 of his property. 


*Mr. ATKINSON : If that is so, I am 
‘sorry for h m; but I do not see how it 8 
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possible to bring home to the writer of Irelan’! on the Address in 1888 barely six 
the letter the responsibility for that. montus after the proclamation of the 
Certainly it is not possible to bring home League, he will find that Mr. Madden— 
to the Crown any responsibility for it. Mr. Justice Madden a he now is—stated 
I should like to know what the right | there had been at that time 18 convictions 
hon. Gentleman would have the Crown obtained against newspapers for publish- 
do! ing illegal notices. 





*Mr. MACARTNEY: I will tell you’ yp. 7, M. HEALY: Will the Attorney 
what my complaint is. This man, who Genera] resign in favour of the right hon. 
is out on his own recognizances, 18 Gentleman } 
still acting as secretary of the Kilmac-  _ ; 
tighe branch of the League, and weekly = * MR. ATKINSON : All I can say is, 
publishes boycotting notices signed in his that if Mr. Madden said that he must 
name. have been mistaken, because in the wiole 

e ? : : of the time there were only 14 cases in 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: (Clare, which the Press were punished for pub- 

E.).—Oh, the split in the Unionist party! , 


ishing reports of meetings or of the pro- 
ss POY: : ceedings of the League; five more were 
*Mr. ATKINSON: The right hon.’ summoned, making 19, and there were 
Gentleman also complained that the 64 alogether. The effect of the Act of 
Government did not proclaim the United 1887 jn suppressing the League was 
Irish League. That would be the most absolutely and entirely due to proceed- 
ineffective of all proceedings. We know jngs under Section 2. 
that O'Connell boasted that he could The right hon. Gentleman next blamed 
drive a coach and six through any Act the Government for not taking two years 
of Parliament, and, during the whole ago such proceedings as we are now 
time the Act which the right hon taking on the De Freyne estate. To that 
Gentleman would have had us put in| there is one answer and one only. The 
force had been in operation, there were) Government cannot punish offenders two 
only 64 convictions under the particular years before the offences are committed. 
clause veferred to whereas under ‘his is the very first attempt which has 
Section 2 their were 2,800. The por- been made since the starting of the League 
visio: has been completely ineffective, in January, 1898, to apply the Pian of 
because it is perfectly possible to dissolve Campaign to any estate. . 
the association, and the next day to give ; 
ita new name and a new charter. It *Mr. MACARINEY: L have not stated 
was proved in 1889 to be an absolutely that any attempt had been made to start 
ineffective procedure. the Plan of Campaign until quite re- 
cently. I was referring to a case which 
*Mr. MACARTNEY: The Attorney | occurred in October, 1899, of a precisely 
General of that day said quite the) similar character to the one in relation 
contrary. to which the Government has recently 
' instituted a prosecution, and I said that 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Oh, if the Government had prosecuted in that 


make it up, for goodness’ sake. case in 1899 it might have had some 
effect. 
*Mr. ATKINSON: Then the Attorney 

General of that day must have been “Mr. ATKINSON: Then I misunder- 


Mistaken ; he could not have known. | stood my right hon. friend, and, there- 
During the years the Act was in active fore, I pass by that. What is the next 
operation there were 64 convictions , matter? 

under that seetion, and only 14 convic- | 

tions fur publishing notices of the proceed-, *Mr. MACARTNEY: Change of venue 
ings of Leaguesin the papers. | 


*Mr. ATKINSON: Change of venue is 

*Mr. MACARTNEY: Ii my right hon. | applicable to cases in which serious kinds 
friend will take the trouble of reading of crime are involved. At present, there 
the speech of the Attorney General for is scarcely any serious crime in Ireland. 
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Hon. gentlemen opposite are quite right |that members of the League should 
in saying that crimes of violence were | obey the law of God rather than the law 
never at a lower ebb than now. But I | of the land, which was bad and ought to 
do not agree with them when they go on | be broken. If juries are trained in sucha 
to say there is no crime in Ireland. | way, if they are taught that it is their 
There are crimes of intimidation and of | duty to disobey the law of the land, is 


Address in Reply to 


conspiracy not to pay rent. Those are 
not crimes of violence, but they are 
crimes which are met by Section 2 of 
the Crimes Act—the section we are 
putting in force to deal with them—and 


|it not a farce to put them into the jury- 
| box to carry out that law—the law which 
|they are told has no binding force or 

moral authority, and convict their 
| felions under it. 


for the punishment of which change of | 


venue is unnecessary. In addition to 
that, change of venue is a provision 
which can only be applied to county 
areas. You must take for your unit 
the entire county. There is no county 
in Ireland over the whole of which, or 


nearly the whole, the operations of the | 


League extend. There are unsettled 
districts in Mayo, Galway, Roscommon, 
and Sligo, but these are comparatively 


small portions of the different counties. | 


If the right hon. Gentleman had in- 
quired, he would have found that, 
whereas in 1887 the judges, in their 
charges to the juries at the Assizes, 
made reference tothe existence of a state 
of turbulence, and the prevalence of 


crimes of violence as prevailing in may | 
counties, every one of the judges who 


went to the recent winter Assizes 
declared that serious crime did not exist 
to any great extent, and no crime of any 


kind connected with the League existed, | 


except in these particular infected areas, 
where there is boycotting and conspiracy 
not to pay rent. For these offences it 
becomes necessary to put this Act into 
force with regard to those counties, and 
not to rely on trial by jury. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Montrose 
Burghs relies greatly on the ordinary law. 
Yes, everybody should reverence the 
ordinary law. No person delights in 
coercion or desires to put coercion in force 
if it is possible to govern the country 
without it. But when it comes to be 
a choice between coercion and the 
paralysis of justice, you must put coercion 
in force. To enforce this by what means 
is efficient the Government's first 
and primary duty. Coercion has been 
put in force in these cases, because 
the juries of Ireland have been taught 
that crime of this description is not 
erime at all. The hon. and learned 
Member for Waterford himself has said 


Mr. Atkinson. 


1s 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: Did you try 
the experiment of trial by jury ! 


*Mr. ATKINSON: 
cases. 


Yes, in several 


Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 


jand Kinross): By whom are they 
' trained ? 
*Mr. ATKINSON: The passage to 


' which I have referred is in a speech by 
| the hon. and learned Member of Water- 
ford. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON: But he does 
| not train the whole of the Irish nation. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: Many of the state- 
/ments appearing in the newspapers are 
incorrect. 


* Mr. MACARTNEY: The eases which 
I have put before the House, I have 
| examined myself personally on the spot. 


| 


*Mr. ATKINSON : Notices signed by 
ithe secretary of the League are often 
| published in the newspapers. Very often 
| those statements are not accurate, but the 
| moment the matter is stated in the papers 
: 
| the Government are forthwith blamed for 
| not putting the transgressors on their trial 
though there is no evidence against any- 
one. You cannot prosecute a man if there 
is no evidence against him. Without there 
is something in a paper to show that the 
proprietor publishes something with a 
| view to carrying out boycotting, you are 
equally powerless. If you had the Crimes 
Act to-morrow that would not enable you 
to dispense with evidence. I will pass on 
now to say a word or two about the 
resident magistrates. Of course there 
has been the usual criticism about the 
resident magistrates, who have been called 
‘“‘removables ;” but I think that, if 
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I could cross-examine the right hon. Mem- | night we have all these three topics and 
ber for the Montrose Burghs, I might | perhaps a fourth; and yet the Attorney 
find that during the years he was in| General's speech for the Government has 
office there was not a universal objection | not dealt with the Amendment at all. 
among the Nationalist party to secure | He has not said a word on the Amend- 
that iniquitous position for some of their! ment. He has spent 50 minutes—I will 
own friends. The tenure of these magis- | not use too harsh a word—in an alterca- 
strates 18 that of Overy civil servant. | tion between himself and the right home 
[Nationalist cries of “No, no.”] An) Gentlemanthe Member for South Antrim 
appeal is given on matters of law to the | think it is playing with the House of 
superior Court, and anappeal is given tothe | Gommons for the Government, after the 
— Court Judge a the facts if the speeches which were made to-night by my 
phe "if ag - ate . month. hon. friend the Member for East Mayo, 
a te dinahd he baie cd oan and my hon. and learned friend the Mem- 
adequate evidence to support the con- ber for North Louth—it is playing with the 

House of Commons and with the Question 


viction, it would be quashed. As far as ae : tah 

possible the jurisdiction is guarded, but it to spend all this time in all this ridiculous 

seust ee Borne in saind that in every one of | Tumpery. I listened with astonishment, 
y | with as much respect as I could muster. to 


these cases referred no evidence of im- é 4 

portance was given on the part of the | the speech of the right hon. Gentleman the 

accused. Member for South Antrim. The Attorney 
General says that he would like to cross- 


Mr. HEMPHILL: Is it not a fact that °X2mine me as to the demands made upon 


in some of these cases the magistrate re- Me, When I was responsible for Irish 
fused to state a case ? Government, for places and posts. But 


there is his own right hon. friend below 

*Mr. ATKINSON: Yes, but in the the gangway—the right hon. Member for 
instance in which they refused to state a South Antrim—one of the shrillest of 
case they pardon two of the accused whose grievances is his dying swan-song 
sentences of two months, and they refused of Irish ascendency, one of whose bitterest 
because the conviction was appealed complaints was that patronage in the 
against by these two persons. The House hands of the present Unionist Government 
may be perfectly certain that the Govern- | is not given to Unionist gentlemen, but is 
ment will steadily and resolutely enforce | given occasionally to Home Rulers, 
the law, and throw its protection around 
even the meanest of her citizens in} *Mr. MACARTNEY: I complained 
Ireland. ‘that the Government sanctioned the 

appointment of a special person, who 

(11.20.) Mr. JOHN MORLEY: was in violent antagonism to the Govern- 
Last night the Chief Secretary said ment, and a subscriber to the pro-Boer 
proudly ‘We are an Imperial race.” But. fund. 
to-night in this Imperial Chamber we/ 
have spent 40 minutes by the clock in| Mr. JOHN MORLEY: I will not spend 
in discussing Mr. Calvy and one or two another 50 minutes in anothe altercation 
other extremely obscure personages. with the right hon. Gentleman. The 
Forty minutes by the clock we have Attorney General is at liberty on any occa- 
expended upon the trumperies which the | sion to cross-examine me to any extent as 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for | to our distribution of patronage when I 
South Antrim thought fit to bring up was at Dublin Castle. There are said 
before the House. And I cannot help to be differences on this side of the 
interposing that here you have an Amend- | House, and there are degrees of ridicu- 
ment of which you may say what you lousness, but I think that the discussion 
like, but it is an Amendment at all events | to-night between the two sections of the 
which covers an enormous field of ground. | Unionist party—I observe that the 
IT have been in the House for 19 years or | right hon. Gentleman said not a word 
80, and we have all the time been dealing | about what was, after all, a rather stri !: 
with the Irish land question coupled with | ing point in the speech of the right hon. 
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friend of many of us in this House, 
Mr. Plunkett, at 


election. I bound to 


Horace 


that a 


am say 


Member of the Government taking up| 


the attitude which Mr. Horace Plunkett 
thought it right to take up, and saying 
the things which he thought it right to 
some of the criticism 


say, deserved 


which the right hon. Gentleman 


stowed upon him. 


There is one point in the speech of th 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
South Antrim, which I would like tosay a 
word about. In endeavouring to make out 
a case for coercion, he quoted the words 
from a charge of Lord O’Brien, I think at 
Cork. In what lam going to say I am not 
slightest 
Lord O’Brien personally, or this parti- 
vith 


acquainted until | 


making the refiection upon 


cular charge, which I was not 
heard it from the lips 
of the right hon. Gentleman. But this I 
say, and I say it from experience, and 
from a very deliberate opinion on the 


subject—that it is a monstrous thing 


that Irish judges should be permitted, | 
by public opinion, in this House or else-| 


to cases 


where, build 
language for the application of coercive 


up 


enactments. When we were in office there | 


were always these charges to be found. 
We were unluckily a very weak kneed 
Government—I mean in this House, not 
weak otherwise. And I applied to the 
speaker of that day, Mr. Speaker Peel, 
should be out of 


to know whether | 


order if, when gentlemen who then sat | 
on this side of the House quoted judges’ | 


charges in order to make up a political 
case against the executive Government— 
whether { should be precluded by the 


Standing Orders from dealing with 
those charges. Well, | got no encourage- 
ment. But, undoubtedly, a strong 


Mr. John Morley. 
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'Government like this, who are at this 
moment, | am sure, doing their best to 
resist the course of coercion into which, 
ina small degree they have slipped—I am 
perfectly sure that they ought to resist 
that practice by which Irish judges 
have before them the county inspectors 
and read the returns. That is, in my 
opinion—I say it from my experience 
and observation, and I hope the House 
| will believe that I have no prejudice 
against the judges—that is an abuse 
| which, if I were the Chief Secretary of a 
strong Parliamentary Government, | 
should do my best to abolish and put an 
end to. It is a most extraordinary 


thing that this Amendment for the first 


time within nine years raises the question 
of coercion—that is to say, the applica- 
tion of a special and an 
statute to Ireland—and 
oceasion the 


Ireland, the man who knows most about 


extraordinary 


yet on this 


Attorney General for 
| what is going on in Ireland, who knows 

best all the rules and maxims of pre- 
| cedure, comes down to this House to de- 
fend coercive practices, and his statement 
| to-night has been, “ There is no serious 


| crime in Ireland.”” Inthe grand old days 


of coercion no Chief Secretary would 


have ventured to come down to this 


House to defend coercion unless he had 
unfortunately a red list of agrarian 


crime, of murders, of moon-lighting, and 


of threatening and intimidation ; but 


now coercion is to be defended—excep- 
tional criminal law is to be defended— 
the of trial jury 
England and 


suspension by 


in cases where’ in 


Scotland we hold trial by jury sacred 
—by the right hon. Gentleman who 


is no serious crime except in Calvy’s case 


| 
| 
| 
| comes down to this House and says there 
| 
| The Attorney General did not answer 4 
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question with which I interrupted him. | Secretary and of the Attorney Genera! 
Have you tried the experiment of getting is, to say the least of it, extremely obscure. 
s conviction for any of these offences by | I do not know now whether they have 
a jury? attempted to get from a jury convictions 


ie, ATKINSON _ _ | for these offences, which they have tried 
“ N: We have tried|t vet out of two resident magistrates 


several cases of intimidation, but in most | [Nationalist cries of “Not one.”] The 
instances without successs | right hon. Gentleman, I feel sure, from 


| his language last night, is as anxious as 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Not one of these | any of us on this side, if he were not 
cases ¢ | coerced by gentlemen like the right hon. 
| Member for South Antrim and the right 

Mr. ATKINSON: These cases are/ hon, and gallant Member for North 
cases of conspiracy not to pay rent—of | Armagh—is as anxious as we are to avoid 
illegal assembly held to promote con-/ this resort to exceptional law; but un- 
splracy not to pay rent. | doubtedly he has taken the first and the 
/second steps in a most slippery and 

Mr. JOHN MORLEY: I do not wish | disastrous course. I recollect only too 
to be importunate, but it is rather | well all the debates that we had in 1887, 
important when you suspend the when this Act became law, and afterwards, 
ordinary law of the country. Iask the | when it was put into force. The right 
Attorney General, have you tried in any | hon. Gentleman the Member for Dublin 
of these cases of conspiracy and unlawfuj | University, I am sure, remembers a great 
assembly to promote a conspiracy to get | deal of what was said at that time, and of 


aconvictionl by a jury 3 what was done. I recollect two proposi- 
tions laid down by two of the Irish judges 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: Not one. jn the course of the administration of that 


Act which bear, in my opinion, strictly 
Mr. ATKINSON: Yes, [Nationalist | upon our remonstrances with the Govern” 
cries of ‘* Not one.”’] ment for so hastily, and for such slight 
and flimsy reasons, resorting to this 
Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not prepared | extraordinary law. One judge—I have 
to givea list, but there was the celebrated | not the name here but I think it was the 
gase of Callow. Chief Baron—said that the Crimes Act 
: falls within the class of laws which must 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: That was not a receive a strict rather than a liberal inter- 
Hj “se at all. pretation. Exceptional law of this kind 
must receive a strict and not a liberal in 

Mk. WYNDHAM: The right hon. terpretation. The proceedings, so far as I 
Gentleman asked me for a case of boy- | understand them, are the result not of a 
|] “ting ; that was alleged to be a case of | jiperal, but rather an extremely strict and 
boycotting. narrow interpretation. Another judge 


7 House which has listened to this dialogue) ; 
1 vill oe .,| “That men brought up under this Act of 
j Wul agree that the position of the Chief | parliament, the Crimes Act, have rights, and 
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it is far better that even criminal acts should 


go unpunished than that parties should be 
convicted against the law or by the straining of 
the law.” 


We cannot help in reading of these 
transactions thinking that there has 
been something in Ireland at pre- 
sent like a serious straining of the 
law. Because you wish to avow the 
political scandal of proclaiming districts, 
you have, I daresay, under a strictly 
legal but not a liberal, interpretation 
of the law, brought cases up under this 
Act which this House, when it passed 
the Act, never dreamt for a moment, 
and none of the gentlemen around me 
would ever have said that they dreamt 
of bringing under this Coercion Act. 
The shortness of memory of politicians 
is extraordinary. I am not sure whether 
the Chief Secretary was in the House 
in those days, but he used last night 
some very strong language with regard 
to boycotting. Nobody has a greater 
aversion to boycotting than I have, and 
when I was in Ireland I had cases of 


that kind to deal with, and I did not | 


refrain from dealing with them. But 
I think the memory of the Prime 
Minister will reproach him for the 
violent language that was used with 
regard to it, because in the election of 
1885, when he thought that Irish 
votes, which we all now, in these better 
days, are going to be independent of; 
were of value, he said—I shall quote 
his words from memory—that boycott- 
ing grew up under the Crimes Act 
itself—that is, the Crimes Act of 1882. 
“ Let us, after all,” said Lord Salisbury, 
‘look at boycotting. It is more like 
the excommunications or edicts of the 
Middle Ages than anything we know 
now. The truth about boycotting,” he 
went on, “is that it depends upon the 
passing humour of the population.” If 


Mr. John Morley. 
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Lord Salisbury had thought of the 
matter then he would have found that 
this profoundly interesting explanation 
and the historical analogies did not 
supply a good maxim for a Chief 
Secretary or a Lord Lieutenant } with 
responsibility. 

Something has been said to-night by 
a previous speaker with regard to 
the incidents of 1892-93. 
for a reason which I. think will be 
apparent to the House, to refer to 
this matter for a moment. In those 
days I had the honour to hold the post 
which the present Chief Secretary holds; 
the right hon. gentleman the Solicitor 
General will recollect them, and the 
Member for South Tyrone would recollect 
them if he were here. There were, | 
think, five votes of censure upon me in 


I am anxious, 


seven weeks, or seven votes of censure in 
five weeks, and I remember a particular 
incident. The First Lord of the Treasury 
then sitting on this side, said to me in 
debate with perfect sincerity, I know 
that if I would forego my fad about 
coercion and would put the change of the 





| venue and summary jurisdiction clauses in 
| force in Co. Clare, which, in those days, 
| with all respect to my hon. friend the Mem- 

ber for Waterford was ina rather rough 


} 


| 
| 


hon. Gentlemen will believe me when 








|condition.—What was my reply? I | 
| refused to take any notice of the friendly | 
| overtures from this side of the House and | 
|I refused to give way to the menaces of | 
'the Member for South Tyrone, and the | 
result was that in a short time Clare was | 
perfectly clear and perfectly in order. [ 
But supposing I had taken, as the right 
hon. Gentleman has taken, the bad advice | 
offered to me on that occasion—I am sure | 


say that I express my real persuasion—I J 
am perfectly sure that instead of Clare | 
instead of subsiding would have become | 
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more—well—effervescent. At all events, _to the course that I, without responsibility, 
I know what hon. Gentlemen opposite will | _and without the right to speak for others, 
say, “Oh, that is not fair. You were | | propose to take upon the Amendment 
able to do that without the Crimes Act | before the House. The Amendment con- 
because you had on your side popular | tains a proposition about compulsory 
sentiment.” As if it were something | purchase, one about coercion, which I 
under a system of free government dis- | have dealt with, and one about the 
reputable and even ignominious to act | Government of Ireland and the import- 
with some regard to the popular sentiment. “ance of establishing harmony between the 
I am afraid that this first step, although | Government and the great majority of 
a tolerably moderate one to appearance, the people. First, upon the very diffi- 
will not have the effect which gentlemen | cult subject of compulsory purchase. 
from the north of Ireland expect that it | The Attorney General was perfectly right 
will have. On the contrary, it will| when he said it is a difficult and an 
multiply difficulties and will increase the | intricate subject. The whole Irish land 
dangers that I think may possibly grow | question, owing to the extraordinary 


out of the present agrarian situation in | |manner in which for 40 or 50 years 


Ireland. The Attorney general told us| ‘it has been treated in this assembly— 


tonight there is no serious crime. But | land in the other one still more—is no 


the Chief Secretary made a very important | qo pt difficult. I must say there may 


speech, I do not think under very felicitous |}, ther questions in E 


auspices, at Belfast. If I were Chief | <4 le. I do not believe there is one 


urope larger in 


Secretary, endeavouring to hold an even er 
Ys | more intricate, more complex, and more 


Keel, I do not think I would go and an- | | entangled than the Irish Land Question. 


nounce measures of a 
easures of high policy at | T sat 36 days on an Irish Land Committee 


b N | 
anquet or luncheon with a Minister in |and I think I know something about 


the Chair, of wh 2 pa ‘ 
saps heel epaceasieilnianminaiiens hapetite.s) ‘the Irish land question. The Secretary 
disrespectful for a moment. I should not | 
Ry h | of State for War cheered the reference 
in at was a very happy occasion on 
PP) to that committee. I am rather doubt- 


which to make an announcement of policy | eer PPR ESS 
ul wh e is wise to recall t 


which was to reconcile great sections of | 
/committee, because he represented the 
Irish opinion. He said :— 

landlord interest, and the right hon, 


“There is at this moment a very skimpy, | , 
>| Y « Vs » 
very paltry, and, as I think, a very inadequate | Gentleman and a colleague left the 


and unsuccessful attempt to embarrass the committee. 
Government.” | 
| 
' 
| 


Well, if I were one of the hon. Gentle- THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
men below the gangway who wanted to | WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 
tell him how to turn a “skimpy” move- | Because you would not hear our evidence. 
ment into a more formidable movement, | 
I should say I would do the best I aan Mr. JOHN MORLEY.—I cannot go 
to begin at once to resort to the Crimes | into altercations. Whether we heard your 
Act. | 

I cannot discuss the Irish Land | your own Chief Secretary brought 
Question and Home Rule in ten minutes, | in a Bill founded on the _ recom- 


| mendations of that committee, and, 


evidence or not, in the following year 
| ; 


but I should like to say a few words as 
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if I may say it without presump- 
tion or impertinence, in which you 


appropriated one of the strongest, 
clearest, and best trained minds in this 
House, and what happened to him? 


He went to Ireland, and am I saying too 


much when I say that he was hounded 


out of Ireland by the gentlemen for 
whom the Secretary of War spoke on 
that should 
glad if some of my hon. friends behind 


while ] 
Of course, 


Committee? J be rather 


me would lend me 


their ears 
state my views of this case. 
you are all sick of Irish Land Bills, but 
for reopening of 
the Chief 


announced last year, and has 


there must be 
the land 
Secretar; 


a case 


quest ion, because 


again announced this year, an Irish land 
Bill. This Bill will be a Bill for extend 
ing purchase. The right hon. Gentleman 
has said another thing—that there is no 
you can take, whatever it 
That is 


course that 
miy be, without its difficulties. 
extremely true, because the purchase 
question has undergone a complete trans- 
formation. Mr. Bright never dre:mt for 
a moment of the State's advancing the 
What he 


tenant comes forward with one-fourth 
of the purchase-money in his hand, then in 
answer to that thrift and _ provi- 
dence the State may advance three-fourths.” 


But all this 
complete transformation; and I agree 
those that 


whole amount. said was— 


wa ae 


eviaence of 


has now undergone a 


with who — think per- 


haps it was a pity that we com- 
mitted ourselves to purchase instead 
of adhering to a system of continued 
rent-fixing But I follow in this matter 
the language of my right hon. friend the 
Member for North Tyrone—I will notsay I 
regret his absence to-night, for I under- 
stand he is doing missionary work— 
when he says that it is impossible that 
the 
tenants—I will not describe the situation, 


Mr. John Morle y. 


present arrangements by which 
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the Chief Secretary calls it looking ove? 
| the hedge—it is impossible that this can 
| be the final issue of the lrish land ques- 
ee 4 ; : q 
| tion; absolutely impossible. The House 
not so full when the hon. Mem- 


the King’s Speech. 


| was 
ber for East Mayo stated the case, but 
Member heard the 


to the tenants on the 


any hon. who 


‘statement as 
‘Dillon estate, which was acquired by 
'the Congested Districts Board, and the 
‘tenants on the adjoining De Freyne 
‘estate will see that the situation is ab- 
' solutely impossible to continue. It is a 
/most dangerous situation. ‘Th refore, 
with more or 1 ss misgiving, 1 for one 
would certainly support any measure the 


Gentleman brings in, if 


right hon. 


‘reasonable, for extending purchase, 


But compulsion? Some of my friends 
think thas to apply the principle of 
compulsion is a thing unheard of and 
We I, but that 
taken up. When 
say to a landlord, “We are 
compel you to take this rent, and not that 


intolerable. position 


cannot be you 


going to 


rent,” there you have inserted the thin 
end of the wedge of compulsion, and you 
cannot draw back. Compulsion is no idol 
of mine, but everybody admits, the ¢ hief 
Secretary admits, that the principle of 
compulsion is not indefensible. At all 
events, hear what Zhe Times says— 

‘« It is sufficient to say that compul-ory pur- 
chase in principle is a policy that is entirely 
defensible if adequate public ad- 
vantage can be shown.” 

[Cries of “ Read on”] 

interests of the persous con- 
cerned are raf guar. ed. Such was tie policy 
put forward for the settement of the Irish 
Land Question in 1868 by John Stuart Mill.” 
the pressure will 

Secrotary will 
Bill to promote a 
extension of purchase by tenants, and 
the privileged men will get an advan- 
tage of 30 or 40 percent. It is impossible 
that two classes of privileged people and 
those outside can remain face to face with- 
out an attempt at legislation. I am sure 
of that. The phrase in the Amendment 
is “a comprehensive measure of compul- 
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sory sale.” Comprehensive I do not my- 
self understand ; at all events I could not 
support it if the notion of comprehensive 
means universal. You must classify for 
your application of compulsion. I[ do not 
think it is expedient, as I believed in 
preparing the Bill of 1896, that where 
any landlord’s estate is a centre of social 
disorder, there you are entitled to bring 
compulsion into play. I wish I had a 
little more time. For my own part, I am 
going to vote for this Amendment because 
I believe compulsory purchase is in prin- 


{24 January 1902} 


the King’s Speech. 


ciple not indefensible, and the application 
of the principle must depend on legisla- 
tion. As to the last paragraph of the 
Amendment I need not say that as I 
have always spoken and voted for the last 
fifteen or sixteen years, so now I will vote 
for any motion which carries in it a pro- 
posal to confer on the people of Ireland 
the same right to govern themselves that 
you give own colonies. to your 

Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 134; Noes, 
237. (Division List No. 6.) 
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AYES. 


Ffrench, Peter 
Field, William 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barry, 2. (Cork, S.) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Brown, G. M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir J. Tomlinson 
Burke, EK. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, P. G. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thowas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, A. (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, J. A. (Inverness-shire) 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, ©. M. (Lanark) 
Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, S. T. (Glamorgan) 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 


Flynn, James 
Gilhooly, James 


Hammond, John 
Harmsworth, R. 


| Joyce, Michael 


Kinloch, Sir J. ¢ 


Lundon, W. 


| MacNeill, John ( 
M°'Cann, James 
M‘Dermott, Patr 
M ‘Govern, T. 


Minch, Matthew 
Morley, Rt. Hn. 


| Murphy, John 


| Nolan, Col. J. P. 


Norman, Henry 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
hristopher 


Gladstone, Rt. H 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. 
Healy, Timothy Michae' 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Joicey, Sir James 
| Jones, D. B. (Swansea) 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordon, Jeremiah) 


Kennedy, Patrick James 
x 8. 
Labouchere, Henry 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lewis, Juhn Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 


McDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
‘ick 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Murnaghan, George 


Mannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 


Nolan, J. (Louth, South 


| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary N. 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, John (May, S.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, J. (Roscomomon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’shee, James John 

Pease, J.A. (Saffron Waldren) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Xedmond, J. H. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

tobson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, C. P. (Leigh) 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel D. 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
spencer, Rt. Ha.C. R. (N’thants 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thompson, Dr. F. C. (Mon. N. 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R. 
Tomkinson James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Wason, E. (Clackmannan) 
White, Lvke (York, ER.) 
Whiteley, G. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. RB.) 


on. H. J. 
Leicester 


C. S. 


7. Ss. 


J. (Montrose 


(Galway, N. | 
TELLERS FOR TifE AYES,— 
Sir Thomas E~monde and 
Captain Donelan. 


NOES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Amold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Col. James Robert Brassey, 
Balfour, Kt. Hu. G. W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. H. 


Bignold, Arthur 


| Bigwood, James 


Bond, Edward 


Albert 


| Bentinck, Lord Heary C. 


| Blundell, Col. Henry 
Boseawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


Brookfi ld, Col. Montagu | Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
| Bull, William James | Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 


Bullard, Sir Harry 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir E. H. 

; Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. J. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Dby’shire 
Cecil, E. (Ashton Manor) 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 


| Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J. (Birm. 





899 


Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earlof 

Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dickinson, Robert Edmumd 
Digby, J. K. D. (Wingfield) 
Dimsdale, Sir J. Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. D. 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William T. 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Dunning-Lawrence, Sir E. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliott, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert B. 

Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir H. 
«Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H. (City of L. 
Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir A. F. 
Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin&Nairn 
Gordon, Maj. Evans(T’rH’mlets 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Golding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) ° 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hamilton, RtH, LordG. Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L’nd’nde’ry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederck, Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Jas. (Staffords. N. W. 
Helder, Augustus 


Main Question again proposed. 


Address in Reply to 


{COMMONS} 


| Henderson, Alexander 

| Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 

| Higginbottom, S. W. 

| Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 

| Hope,J.F. Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, Jn (Kent,Faversham 
Howard, J. (Midd. , Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hn. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir Jn. H. 


| Kenyon, Hon. Geo.T.(Denbigh | 


Kenyon-Sianey,Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 
Lambton, Hn. Fredk. William 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Ger. Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. lskdale) 
Lloyd, Archie Kirkman 

| Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt. H. W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

| M‘Calmont,Cl. H.L.B.(Cambs. 

M‘Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim, E. 

| Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

| Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell,R.H. Sire 
Maxwell, W. J. H. (Dumfries. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir Fredk. G. 
Milton, Viscount 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


Moore, William (Antrim, N.) | 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shrops.) | 
Morgan, Dav.J. (Walthamstow | 


Morton, Arthur H. A. (Deptford 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray, C. 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
| Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
| Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 


Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington | 


Pemberton. John §. G. 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 


Debate to 
next. 


Debate arising; and it being after 


midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 


E.(Wigt’n | 


Adjourned at a 
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| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 

| Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 


| Ridley,S.Forde(Bethnal Green 


Ritchie, Rt-Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 
| Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. (Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel A. 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E. J. 
Seely, Capt. J. E. B. (I. of W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, A. H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C. (North’mb.Tn’side 
Smith, J. P. (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
| Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M’Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
| Sturt, Hon. H. Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn..J.G. (Ox. Univ. 
| Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir E. (Exeter) 
| Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Col. C. E. 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Webb,Col. W. G. 
Welby Lt.-Col. A.C. E. (Tn’ton) 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts) 
| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
| Wilson, A. S. (York, E.R.) 
| Wilson:Todd, W. H. (Yorks) 
| Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath 
| Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
| Wylie, Alexander 
| Wyndham, Rt. Hon George 
| Wyndham-Quinn, Maj. W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES,— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


be resumed upon Monday 





uarter after Twelve 
o'clock till Monday next. 
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ADDRESS IN REPLY TO HIS MAJEST Y's | 
MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 
THE K1na’s ANSWER to the Address of | 
Thursday the 16th instant reported, and 
Address and Answer to be printed. 





ROLL OF THE LORDS. 


ments had prepared and laid it on 
the Table: The same was ordered to 
be printed. (No. 4.) 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND HAMP. 
STEAD RAILWAY (No.2.) BILL [1.1] 
Tue CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 

acquainted the House, that (pursuant to 

the Resolutions of the 2nd of August 
last respecting London Underground 

Railway Bills), the Bill has been lodged 

in the Private Bill Office, together with 

the declaration of the agent: Bill pre- 
sented ; read 1*; and referred to the, 

Examiners. 


THE LoRD CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certifi- 





Sferisk €") at the commencement of a Specoh indicates revision by a Member. 


Bill, has not been complied with: 


t 


ik CHARING CROSS EUSTON, AND HAMP. | 


STEAD RAILWAY (No. 2.) [1.1.] 


The same was ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


y —9 
RETURNS, REPORTS, Ete. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
7 No‘ 2739. Denmark (Supplementary). 
: ARMY (MILITIA TRAINING ESTABLISH- 
; MENTS.) 
Militia Training Return, 1901. 





{27 JANUARY 1902} 


Tue Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted | 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- | 


cate from the Examiners that Standing | 
Order No. 57, applicable to the following | 








VOL. CI.  [Fourta Srrtgs.] 
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HISTORICAL MANUSCRIPTS (ROYAL 


Reports, &e. 


| COMMISSION) — 


| Calendar of the Stuart manuscripts at 
| Windsor Castle belonging to His Majesty 
'the King. Vol. I. 

Calendar of the manuscripts of the 
| Most Honourable the Marquess of Salis- 
| bu y, K.G. Part [X. 

| Calendar of the manuscripts of the 
'Most Honourable the Marquess of 

| Oriole Re. Vout. 

| Report on the manuscripts of the Duke 

‘of Buccleuch, K.G., K.T, preserved at 

| Montague House, Whitehall. Vol. II. 

Report on the manuscripts of Colonel 
David Milne-Home, of Wedderburn 
Castle, N.B. 

Report on manuscripts in various 

‘collections. Vol. L. 


BUTTER REGULATIONS. 
| Interim Report of the Departmental 
'Committee appointed by the Board of 
Agriculture to inquire and report upon 
the desirability of regulations under 
section 4 of the Sale of Food and Drugs 


Act, 1899, for butter; with minute 

appointing the Committee. 

LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACT, 1887 
(EVICTION NOTICES). 


Return of the number of | eviction 
notices filed —— the quarter, ended 
31st December, 1901. ' 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION 
RENTS). 


Return for the month of May, 1901. 


(JUDICIAL 


ARMY (HORSE PURCHASE.) 
Report of the Committee on Horse 
Purchase in Austro-Hungary; together 
| with minutes of evidencesjand appen- 
| dices : | 
Presented [by Command], andjordered 


| to lie on the Table. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 

Report by the Chairman of Committees 
of the House of Lords and the Chairman 
of Ways and Means in the House of 
Commons, that the provisions of— 


The Caledonian Railway Order ; 

The Nobel’s Explosives Company, 
Limited (Ardeer Works Water 
Supply) Order ; 

The North British Railway (General 
Powers) Order ; 


2M - 








903 Petition. 


The North British Railway (Steam 
Vessels) Order ; 
The Renfrew Harbour Order; and 
The Scottish Equitable Life Assur- 
ance Society Order : 
Are of such a character that they ought 
to be dealt with by Private Bills, and not 
by Provisional Orders. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 
STAFFORD). 

Order made by the County Council 
altering certain polling districts in the 
Burton Parliamentary Division, so far 
as concerns the county borough of 
Burton-on-Trent. 


LOCOMOTIVES ON HIGHWAYS 


ACTS, 1896 (REGULATIONS) (ENGLAND), 


fF Regulations (local and temporary) 
amending the general regulations in the 
Light Locomotive on the Highways 


Order, 1896. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on Table. 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION. 
Return of the number of aliens that 


{LORDS} 
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| Bill to provide for the earlier closing 
| of shops presented by the Lord Avebury; 
| read 1*; and to be printed. [No. 5.] 

| CREMATION BILL. [u.1.] 


[Seconp READING. J 
| 

Order of the Day for the Second Read. 
| ing read. 


LorD MONKSWELL: My Lords, this 
‘is a Bill for the regulation of the burning 
of human remains, and to enable burial 
authorities to establish crematoria. There 
have been many private Acts passed for thig 
purpose, and it is felt that the time has now 
come when the question of cremation ought 
to be under the general law and under 
| uniform rules. There are various safeguards 
in this Bill. Clause 4, for instance, enacts 
that plans of any proposed crematorium 
must be approved by the Local Govern- 
ment Board; and Clause 7 enacts that 
the Secretary of State shall make regular 
tions prescribing with what cases and 
under what conditions the burning of any 
| human remains may take place, and pre- 
| scribing the forms of the notices, certifi- 
| cates, and declarations to be given or made. 
| Clause 8 contains penalties for the contra- 


| 


arrived from the Continent at ports in | vention of such regulations, and Clause 9 
the United Kingdom in each month of | authorises fees to be demanded by the 


the year 1902. It is provided in 
before the House (Zhe Earl of Dudley). 


PETITION. 
INTOXICATING LIQUORS. 
Petition against the sale of, on Sun- 
days, of a public meeting of the inhabit 
tants of Tongham, in the County of 
Surrey ; read, and ordered to lie on the 


Table. | 


Ordered to be laid | burial authorities. 


Clause 10 that nothing in this Act 
‘shall interfere with the jurisdiction of 
;any Coroner, under the Coroners Act, 
| 1887, or any Act amending the same, and 
|that nothing in this Act shall authorise 
the burial authority to create or permit a 
| nuisance. Clause 11 repeals all local Acts 
| 80 that the whole country may be under a 
/general law with regard to cremation. 
|So far as I have explained it up to the 
present, the Bill is the same as that which 
passed your Lordship’s House last year. 
But in the other House of Parliament 





' three clauses were added, to two of which 
EARLY CLOSING (SHOPS) BILL. [#.1.2 |[ think your Lordships will readily agree, 

*Lorp AVEBURY : My Lords, I beg to | one being of a restrictive and the other of 
introduce a Bill for the earlier closing | an enabling character. I refer to Clauses 
ofshops. I have received many com-|5 and 6, which provide that no 
munications from tradesmen’s associations | crematoriums shall be constructed nearer 
all over the country, expressing regret|to any dwelling house than two 
that His Majesty’s Government have not | hundred yards, except with the consent, 
seen their way to introduce a Bill them-|in writing, of the owner, lessee, and 
selves after the unanimous Report of the | ocupier of such house, and that a burial 
Committee last year. I hope the Bill, | authority may accept a donation 
the first reading of which I now .beg to | of land for the purpose of a crematorium, 
move, will receive the support of the| and a donation cf money or other pro- 


noble Marquess and the Government. | Perty for enabling them to acquire, 
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construct, or maintain a crematorium. | 
The other clause which was added in the 
House of Commons was one which I} 
would have been very glad to have 
inserted in the original Bill, but the noble 
Lord the Secretary for Scotland would 
not allow me. My noble friend said he 
desired that Scotland should be ex- 
cluded, and in deference to his wishes 
Iomitted the clause applying the Bill to 
Scotland. But inthe House of Commons 
the question was again raised, and a 
clause applying the Act to Scotland 
inserted by a majority of 199 to 87. 
Thirty-seven Scottish Members of Par- 
liament voted in the division, and of 
that number 29, including the Lord 
Advocate, voted for the inclusion of Scot- 
land, and only eight against. I hope, 
therefore that the Secretary for Scotland 
will not object to the provisions of the 
Bill applying to Scotland. The Home 
Office is in favour of the measure, but 
wishes to make certain small drafting 
Amendments in Committee. 


Moved that the Bill be 
2* (Lord Monkswell.) 


*THe SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord Batrour of Buriricu): The 
noble Lord stated that I would not allow 
him to include Scotland in the Bill of last 
session, but what actually passed was 
this: I pointed out to my noble friend 
that the Bill as drawn last year contained 
phraseology applicable to England which , 
would not be applicable to Scotland, and 
that it must either be applied to Scotland | 
in a special clause or Scotland had better 
be specifically excluded. I also said that 
so far as I knew, there was no demand. 
for the Bill in Scotland, and that on the 
whole it would be better to put in a clause 
excluding Scotland from its operations, 
I have not had any representations on 
the subject since that time, but, accepting 
the statement of the noble lord with 
regard to what has passed in the other 
House, and having been communicated 
with the promoters of the Bill in the 
other House, through the Lord Advocate, 
I certainly shall not object to the insertion 
of a clause applying the Bill to Scotland. 
Of course, I do not intend to take any 
responsibility for the Bill, or to pledge 
myself to support it ; but I shall offer no 
objection to it, so far as I am concerned. | 
I may point out that the person who| 


now read, 


{27 January 1902} 


|standing in my name. Let 


-my noble friend and 
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drafted the Bill has applied to me a title 
which I have not the honour to enjoy— 
namely that of “Secretary of State for 
Scotland.” That, of course, can be put 
right, and it will have to be considered 
whether some of the powers proposed to 
be conferred on the Local Government 


| Board in Scotland had not better remain 


in the hands of the Secretary for Scot- 
land. In Scotland the law is different 
from that in England, because some of 
the powers which were formerly exercised 
by the Home Secretary, and which have 
been transferred to the Local Government 
Board in England, are still exercised in 
Scotland by the Secretery for Scotland, 
But [ will look into the matter before 
the next stage is reached. I 34 
Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My 
Lords, I have been asked by the Home 
Secretary to state that he approves of 
the Bill in substance, but reserves to 
himself the right to bring forward 
Amendments in Committee. 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2* 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House on Monday 
next. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—VOTE OF 
CONFIDENCE IN THE GOVERNMENT. 

*Toe Ear, or WEMYSS: My Lords 
I would ask your kind indulgence while 
I endeavour to submit for, I hope, your 
favourable acceptance, the resolution 
me first 
repeat what I said a week ago, when 
I gave this notice—namely, that I have 
brought it forward entirely on my own 
initiative as an independent Member of 
your Lordships’ House, and that my 
belief is that if it is supported by a large 
majority, it will make for peace. I have 
brought the Motion forward because 
nothing definite upon this vital question 
of the war has come before either House 
of Parliament. We had a most interest- 
ing discussion in your Lordships’ House 
on the first night of the session, when 
much that was important and interest- 
ing was said. I was glad to hear from 
relative, Earl 
Spencer, who leads the Opposition, that 


he did not think we ought to go hat in 


hand to Dr. Leyds and sue for peace. 
But I heard with even greater satis- 


2M 2 
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faction the statement of the noble’ the absorption of two Republics in tie 


Marquess, the Prime 
summed the whole thing up in the 
following sentence : 

‘If the Boers want peace, let them come and 
ask for it.” 
i venture to think that this Resolution 
expresses a very general opinion—the 
opinion, namely, that we ought to 
proceed with this war in a vigorous 
manner, and that it is only by the 
vigorous prosecution of the war, and 
through the surrender of the Boer 
guerilla forces still in the field, that a 
satisfactory and lasting peace can be 
assured. Everyone will naturally be 
influenced in the view they take of the 
action of the Government by the view 
they take of the origin and object of the 
war. It has been suggested that this is a 
war of aggression on our part to get 
possession of the gold mines, and to annex 
the Transvaal and Orange Free State. 
That isthe foreign view, but not the 
origin of the war; nor was the question 
of the franchise, nor the question of 
suzerainty, nor the Jameson raid. It 
was not a war on behalf of stock-jobbers ; 
it was not the personal work of Lord 
Milner, or Mr. Chamberlain, or Mr. 
Rhodes. The cause of the war, put as | 
have seen it very tersely, whether the 
Boer or the Briton was to boss South 
Africa; whether the British were to be 
driven into the sea and a great Dutch 
republic established in the place of British 
power. It was a war of aggression on the 
part of the Boers, the outcome of a deep 
laid plot, long carefully prepared. And 


what are the proofs of this long prepared | 


plot. The large importation of “ Agricul- 
tural Instruments,” and “ Mining, 


Machinery ’’»—made by Krupp and at 
Creusot—plus 25 million cartridges, of 
which the Orange Free State claimed 
half—the providing of every Boer with a 
rifle and ammunition until they were 
ready for war with 60,000 men and 100 
guns, of latest manufacture, and finally 
Mr. Kruger’s ultimatum, and _ the 
invasion of Natal, and they very nearly 
succeeded owing to our unpreparedness 
at that time, the Government having 
dreaded that by making preparations 
they might give the Boers ground for 
assuming that there was aggression on | 
our part. It is clear that we did not | 


gtart the war, and if the terms of peace— | 


The Earl of Wemyss. 


| proper 


| surrender. 


Minister, who British Empire—are not acceptable to 


the Boers, it is they who are to blame, 
That this is the view taken by the great 
majority in this country, and by our 
colonists and the loyal subjects in South 
Africa, no one can deny, and peace, 
when made, must be such as will render 
the recurrence of such a state of things 
for ever impossible. I will read a 
passage from a speech in 1899 by the 
Hon. David Mills, of Ottowa. who is the 
Minister of Justice there and Professor of 
International Law— 

‘It is to bethoped there will be no hesitation, 
no backing down, and no compromise of the 
rights of British subjects. The loss of South 
Africa means the disruption of the Empire 
altogether beyond the seas, of the Colonies on 
the Continent, and the undisputed supremacy 
of British authority in that quarter of the globe 
is bound up with the unity of the Empire 
itself.” 
That is a voice from the Colonies in 
1899. I will now quote the opinion of 
one of the most influential and dis- 
tinguished members of the Established 
Church of Scotland. (Dr. McGregor 
(rector of St. Cuthbert’s, Edinburgh), 
who in a pastoral sent out Jast Christmas 
from his sick bed to his congregation, 
said— 

“This weary war is lying on all our hearts: 
and on many of our homes, with this one silver 
lining to the cloud, that each additional death 
each addition to the tremendous cost, only 
proves more clearly what a frightful danger we 
escaped by taking up the chailenge which was 
hurled at us. With South Africa gone, it is 
not improbable that the Colonies would have 
cut connection with a Power which would not 
defend the rights and existence of its own 
Colonists: and with the loss of the Col onie 
there would have been the loss of an Empirs 
which is the strongest power working on the 
earth to-day on theside'ot justice, and righteouse 
ness, and liberty, and happiness to mankind.” - 

A very strong feeling prevails through- 
out the Empire that the war was not 
only justified but was necessary for the 
maintenance of British supremacy in 
South Africa, and that the terms of peace 
which, as far as we have reason to believe 
the Government intend to exact, are 
just and reasonable. There can be no 
doubt that in the circumstances the 
course for the Government to 
adopt is to prosecute the war vigorously 
until the guerilla bands in the field 
Then England, with its 
usual generosity, being a country that 
never struck a man when down, wil] 
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_give the Boers generous concessions, and 
in that way endeavour to enlist their 
sympathies. We hear it said that it is 
humilitating to surrender; but have 
there been no surrenders before in the 
world’s history? Take the American 
Civil War. There was a great surrender 
then. General Lee, finding that the 
game was up and that he could not win, 
surrendered like a sensible, patriotic, 
Christian man, recognising that it would 
not be right, when there was no chance of 
success, to go on devastating the country 
by means of guerilla warfare which could 
have no beneficial effect whatever. We 
live in afree country, governed by party 
—formerly there were two parties, but 
I do not know how many there are now 
—and naturally there have been grave 
charges levelled against the Government. 
In Scotland there is a political body called 
the Liberal Association. I do not know 
whether Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman or 
Lord Rosebery is its patron saint. But 
a fortnight ago Lord Tweedmouth pre- 
sided over its meeting— 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My _ noble 
friend will pardon me. I should like to 
point out that it was not the Liberal 
Association; it was a dinner of the 
Liberal Club in Edinburgh. 


*THE HARL OF WEMYSS: So far as my 
argument is concerned, all that I have 
said of the Association applies equally to 
the Club. The noble Lord said on that 
occasion: 

“You have a Government that cannot keep 
peace, cannot make war, and cannot make 
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of all the trouble. It was supposed to be 
magnanimous. Lord Rosebery once des- 
cribed it as “a sublime experiment 
prompted by Mr. Gladstone’s deep Chris- 
tianity.” And he went on to say— 


‘‘ Without attempting to judge the policy 
which concluded peace after the reverse of 
Majuba Hill, he was bound to state his personal 
conviction that there is no conceivable Govern- 
ment in this country which could repeat it.” 





But the Boers considered it pusillani- 
mous, and it induced them to believe that 
if they pressed us again as at Majuba we 
should surrender again. The second 
accusation was that the Government did 
not know how to make war. We are not 
living in medieval times, when the great 
men of state went to battle clothed in 
armour, and when even the Bishops, 
tiiough I suppose they did not put off the 
armour of righteousness, donned lay 
armour over it, and with maces in their 
hands, went out to war. No doubt it is 
true that, under the guidance of Lord 
James of Hereford, with his Money- 
lenders Act—a great failure, I am told— 
we are reverting to medieval days in 
social legislation, but our wars now are 
not carried on in that way. It is to our 
professional soldiers that the conduct of 
war is entrusted, and all that the Govern- 
ment is bound todo is to furnish those who 
are fighting in the field with all the requi- 
sites of war and with everything that is 
necessary for its proper prosecution. Here 
only can the culpability of the Govern- 
ment comein. I regret I do not see in 
his place the noble and gallant Earl who 
carried successfully the British Flag from 





peace.” 
I think I am correctly quoting my 
noble triend. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: “Hear, hear.” 


*'THE Eart oF WEMYSS: Those words 
are important, coming from my noble 
friend, who was once the sjambok of the 
Liberal party in the House of Commons. 
But let us take these accusations seriatin. 
The first is that the Government could 
not keep peace. Not keep peace, in face 
of the facts Lhave stated which prove the 
determination of the Boers to goto war 
with a view to driving us out of South 
Atrica! ‘The contention is absurd. And 
What is the peace they were to keep ? The 
Majuba peace, which was the fons et origo 





Capetown to Pretoria, and planted it on 
those fortifications which had long been 
in preparation by the Boers. If he had 
been here, I would have asked him 
whether he or any of the Generals in 
South Africa had been stinted in any way 
by the Government, and whether they 
had not had to the full everything that 
they required. Can it be said that the 
Government have not shown how to 
make war in face of the fact that they 
have transported 6,000 miles across the sea 
200,000 men, and have kept the field well 
supplied with all the necessaries of war 
and all the necessary reserves? I am 


certain that if Earl Roberts were present 
he would say that the generals in the 
field had been stinted in nothing by the 
Government. 
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Then, my noble friend’s third accusation | would have done the greatest possibel 


was that the Government could not 
make peace. 


nearly 20 years ago I hope it will be a 
long time before they can make peace ; 
but I believe the peace they will make 
will be of a very different character, and 
a peace that will endure. There is 


another class of objectors to the Govern- | 
It is, 
true that they have not much influence | 
in this country, but they have abroad, | 


ment who are called pro-Boers. 


and they are responsible for much of the 
bloodshed caused by the continuation of 
the war, because they have led the Boers | 
to believe that they have powerful friends | 
inthiscountry. The Boers do not know 
that al] their meetings are by ticket under 
police protection, and that when they 
are over they prefer exit by the back 
door. They probably do not know 
that at one meeting one of their most 
oratorical prima donnas did not distrain 
the guise of a policeman in order to 
effect his escape. Whether he escaped 
by the front door or the back I know 
not, nor do I know what was his number, 
but at all events we know that he showed | 
a marked affection for No. 1. The 
influence of the pro-Boers in this country 
is nil; I donot believe they have as much 
influence as the well-known fly on the 
wheel. But on the other hand this nation | 
is under the deepest possible debt to three | 
men—to Lord Rosebery, to Mr. Asquith, 
and to Sir E. Grey—for the patriotic part 
they have taken in this war. I am not) 
sure, however, that my noble friend’s 
way to peace is a very practical one. It 
is that somebody should meet somebody 
else somewhere, in some country where | 
there is a neutral inn, and that those 
somebodies should say or do something 
which would bring about peace. They 
will have great difficulty in finding this 
neutral inn. If the idea is that my 
noble friend and Mr. Kruger should 
meet, I would suggest that a fitting 
neutral place would be the lighthouse. 
onthe Goodwin Sands. If, however, they 
should be able thence to flash the terms 
of a satisfactory peace, and if they could 
get the Boers to consent to them, accept- 
ing what the Government required, 
trusting to the generosity of the British | 
people for what would come afterwards, | 
then my noble friend and Mr. Kruger 


The Earl of Wemyss. 


service to the country, and one which 
If the peace is to be| would be welcomed in 
of the kind which his friends made|throughout the land. My noble friend 
| referred strongly in this House the other 
| day to the state of our foreign relations. 


every home 


He said that we were hated everywhere, 


and that we lived in a state of complete 
isolation. In his Chesterfield speech the 


noble Earl referred to the year 1895 as 
the Utopia of foreign affairs. That 
was the year when the noble Earl ruled 
the Empire. {The Ear or Rosesery dis- 
sented]. I believe the noble Earl was 
Prime Minister then ? 


THE EarRt OF ROSEBERY: 
I did not rule the Empire. 


*THE EaRL oF WEMYSS: At any rate 
the noble Earl ruled foreign affairs 
On reading the statement I referred, 
out of curiosity, to that most useful non- 
party record of the events of the day, 
The Annual Register, and here is the 
description given of the state of foreign 
affairs in 1895 :— 

‘* Our relations with foreign Powers, especially 
with France snd Germany, were not precisely 
cordial, but they were not more perplexing than 
they often had been without serious results. 
Lord Rorebery’s reputation as a skilful nego- 
tiator had not been raised by his attemp ed 
dealings with Belgium in Central Africa, but 
he had managed to retreat without serious loss 
of dignity.” 

That is not so satisfactory an account of 
the state of things in 1895 as the noble 
Earl gave in his Chesterfield speech. 
Further, the noble Earl declared in this 
House on the first night of the session 
that we had not a single friend in 
Europe. He carefully guarded himself 
by saying ‘in Europe.” Now I have 
in my hand the report of an interview 
which Signor Ogetti, the Paris corre- 
spondent of a leading Italian newspaper 
had with M. Delcassé, the French Foreign 
Minister. In the course of this inter- 
view Signor Ogetti said : 

‘* But England has become a friend of 
France ?” 


and M. Deleassé replied— 

“Yes, our relations are excellent. They 
have for basis three very clear and very certain 
facts. Firstly, England is in Europe our best 
customer ; secondly, wherever her numerous 
and powerful Colonies are in contact with ours, 
there no longer exists any cause for misunder- 
standing, for in recent years all difficulties have 
been settled ; and lastly, England to-day has no 
other thought except that of respecting with 
precision all the recent agreements.” 


Yes, but 
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Let us hope, then, that my noble friend is 
wrong, and that at all events England and 
France are friends, and I trust we always 
shall remain friends with our nearest 
neighbours across the sea. We have 
heard recently that we have also good 
friends in our American kinsmen across 
the Atlantic. No doubt there has been 
much in the foreign Press that is dis- 
agreeable to read, but this country is in a 
position to smile at anything of the kind. 
Strong in the consciousness of the right of 
our cause, strong in the consciousness of our 
good intentions, strong also in the know- 
ledge of what England can do in War, and 
stronger still, if possible, in the knowledge 
that this war, cost what it may, in blood 
or in money—it is cheap at the price—has 
been the means of cementing and unifying 
the Empire, we can smile at the abuse 
which is poured upon us by the Continental 
Press. Magna est veritas et prevalebit, 
Yet there is something to be said in 
palliation of the pleasant things printed in 
the Continental Press. It must not be 
forgotten where the keynote was struck. 
It was struck by one of the leaders of the 
Liberal Party, Sir H. Campbell-Banner- 
man, who has not had as yet the courage— 
I had almost said the decency—to retract 
and apologize for the unhappy phrase 
he used. We are further told by the 
pro-Boers and others, that the burning 
of farms has caused a feeling among the 
Boers which will make it impossible for 
Boer and Briton to live in peace together 
after the war. I have already referred to 
the American Civil War. Were there no 
‘methods of barbarism” there? I 
happened about this time last year 
to be at Pau, and there I was playing 
the game which has done so much of 
late for the civilization of Englishmen. 
I refer to the game of golf, which James 
the First of Scotland introduced to civilize 
the savages whom he had annexed. I 
was playing a game with an American, 
and in the course of it we touched upon 
the Boer War, and also the burning of 
farms. He stopped and said— 

‘‘Look here. I am an American; I am a 
Southerner, and when Sherman devastated 
and turned into a desert tracts of my country 
60 miles broad by 500 miles long we cursed 
him, but now we bless him; his action put 
an end to the war, and we are a happy and 
united people.” 

Again the concentration camps are alleged 
to be a great act of horror, and I have 
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seen a wretched drawing representing a 
camp with the spirits of children going 
up to heaven like rockets, while in a 
hot corner presided over by the devil 
there was a portrait of Mr. Chamberlain. 
Now a lady friend whom I met in 
Scotland the other day told me that she 
went out to nurse the sick and her work 
chiefly consisted in attending to the Boers. 
This lady made friends with the Boers, 
and in one of their confidential talks 
one of the Boer prisoners, a relation of 

















De Wet, ill and wounded, told her that 
the greatest mistake Great Britain had 
made was the organization of these con- 
centration camps, and that if our troops 
had not taken the Boer women and 
children and cared for them, but had 
left them on the veldt, the Boers could 
not have kept up the war. 

The question to ask ourselves, how- 
ever, is this—When peace is proclaimed 
and when the Boers have been incor- 
porated in the Empire, will they 
become good and loyal subjects? About 
a year and a_ half ago I happened 
to be sitting at dinner next to a very 
important official, though not a Govern- 
ment official, at the Cape. I said to 
him ‘“ My conviction is that what the 
Sikhs are in India the Boers will be in 
South Africa.” His answer was “I have 
not a doubt of it.” The truth of this 
is proved by the fact that we have at 
the present moment a number of Boers 
fighting for us in South Africa, that 
those in India are anxious to serve, that 
1,500 more have been allowed to serve 
at the Cape and that the prisoners at 
Bermuda have sent in a petition to be 
allowed to serve, which says : 

“We are averse to the men still in the field 
continuing hostilities. They are mostly rebels, 
or men who have broken parole or the oath 
of neutrality. We are anxious to be reeonciled 
with the British Government, of whose well- 
founded constitution, liberality, justice, and 
leniency towards their subjects we have now 
sufficient knowledge to take the oath of 
allegiance without fear of compromising our 
prospects in the future, and without fear of 
later repentance.” 

In conclusion I would say that I am 
no party man; I claim only that I love 
my country, and that I possess common 
sense; and both love of country and 
common sense point in the direction that 
the Government are taking with reference 
to this great war. I thank your Lord- 








ships for so kindly listening to me, and 
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though feeble my words, I firmly believe 
that I have expressed the feeling of 999 
out of every 1,000 of the loyal subjects 
of the King, not only in the United 
Kingdom but throughout his wide- 
world dominions beyond the sea. 
Moved to resolve, “ That in the opinion 
of this House it is only by vigorous prose- 
eution of the war and through the sur- 
render of the Boer guerilla forces still in 
the field that a satisfactory and lasting 
peace can be assured, and that this House 
approves, in these respects, and heartily 
supports, the action of His Majesty's 
Government.”—(7he Earl of Wemyss.) 





*LorD WELBY ; My Lords, the terme | 
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must be aware that on that point many 
of your Lordships will differ from him. 
That may be successful as a Party move, 
for it will be in the power of supporters 
of the Government to urge that those 
noble Lords who did not agree to this 
vote of confidence voted against the 
vigorous prosecution of the war. That 
would be somewhat on the lines of the 
statement at the time of the General 
Election, that every seat lost to the 
Government was a seat given to the 
Boers. But if the noble Earl may be 
justified, as a Party man, in—— 


Tae Earn or WEMYSS: I dis- 
tinctly stated, when I gave notice of the 





of the Amendment standing in my name | Motion, and in moving it to-day, that I 
are limited, and refer only to that portion | brought it forward entirely on my own 
of the noble Lord’s Motion which involves | initiation, as an independent member of 
a vote of confidence in His Majesty's | your Lordship’s House. 

Government. It is not, therefore, neces- | 

sary that I should follow the noble Earl | ; *Lorb WELBY : I accept the noble 
through the very interesting account Earl’s correction, but I think noble 
which he has given of the origin of Lords will recognise in him on this occa- 
the war. I do not think he would have Son a warm supporter of the Govern- 
much difficulty in obtaining a unanimous | ent. 

vote in this House in support of the first | E : - 
part of his Motion, advocating a vigorous | Tue Ear, or WEMYSS: 
prosecution of the war untila lasting and | C4109, yes. 

satisfactory peace has been established ; | it ieee ae 2, 
and I do not think noble Lords opposite | “LORD WELBY : Has the noble es 
would differ from noble Lords on this | considered vewnad his naggye ” Be : 
side of the House in admitting that peace | together patriotic! Those who were 


to be satisfactory, must be just to a brave | | _ 0 re day pcs — 
foe, and that any settlement, to be lasting, |“). ,TeMemoer Phe earnestness 
: which the Prime Minister appealed to 


must bear in mind the fact, that here- _ OR : 

after the Dutch and the British have to noble Lords on the Opposition side * - 

live together. But the noble Earl has House to be cautious in their criticism 0 
’ ; : the war. If I remember right, he de 


added to the Resolution av F 7 ; 2 ; 
rs een ee Ptptgehen spproval scribed belabouring the Government as 
of the measures which the Government s : 

an estimable pursuit. 


have taken in carrying on the war. I 

think the noble Earl has been studying) THe PRIME MINISTER anv LORD 
the Parliamentary history of two cen-| PRIVY SEAL (THe MARQUESS OF SALIS- 
turies ago. It will bein the recollection | BuRY): A perfectly innocent pursuit, I 
of your Lordships that at the beginning of | think I said. 

the eighteenth century it was a common | 

practice of the House of Commons, when! *LoRD WELBY: The noble Marquess 
it apprehended that a measure it had, warned us that, innocent as that pursuit 
passed would not meet with the approba- | might be, it could not be separated from 
tion of the House of Lords at that time, | graver issues. I think we must all have 
to tack it on to a Supply Bill. On the , been impressed with the gravity of the tone 
whole, the verdict of history has con-|in which the noble Marquess urged us, 
demned that method of proceeding, but|in any endeavour to improve Party 
I fear it finds favour with the noble | position. to remember the great question 
Earl, for he has tacked on to a Resolu.|at stake, and what the effect of such 
tion in which we all agree a vote of con-|action on our part may be. But on 
fidence in the Government, although he | such a point as that there may be some 


The Earl of Wemyss. 


On this 
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difference of opinion in your Lordship’s| carrying on the operations of war. 
House. Those of us who are old enough | But these criticisms have not been con- 
to remember the Crimean war may | fined to opponents of His Majesty’s 
recollect that there was very free and | Government, they have found voice even 
active criticism of the Government | among the friends of the Government, 
throughout that war, so much_ 0, | and in the journals which usually support 
indeed, that one Government fell in the noble Marquess’s Administration. 
consequence of that criticism. There | In these circumstances, there is some 
were also very free communications | justification for hesitation in express- 
allowed from correspondents at the front, ing approval of the past action of the 
and from that, also, the public sub- | Government. 
sequently thought great good proceeded.| I am no authority on war, and shall 
But apart from the differences of opinion, | not presume to offer any opinion of my 
we must all attach great importance to| own on the subject. But 1 will quote 
the words used by the Prime Minister, | those who are authorities, and endeavour 
whose warning has been paid due| to place before your Lordships some of 
attention to by noble Lords on this side | the defects upon which criticisms of the 
of the House. Since that day no Motion or | Government have been founded. In the 
Question has been moved or put contrary | first place, one high authority has de- 
to the Prime Minster’s warning, nor is | clared that the Government are, in some 
any such Motion a Question onthe books. | degree, responsible for the present state 
Theonly person who has disregarded the | of public feeling abroad. Again, it will 
Prime Minister’s appeal is the noble Earl, | be in the recollection of your Lordships 
who has forced upon the House a dis-| that Mr. Balfour, when challenged on the 
cussion of the conduct of the Government. subject of want of preparation, alleged that 
Ifthe noble Earl desires an unanimous | their hands weretied bythe Raid. But the 
and not a Party vote, let him not pres | high authority 1 have quoted has replied 
that part of the Resolution which is in| that if His Majesty’s Government had 
effect a vote of confidence in the Govern- | dealt fairly with the Government against 
ment. I did hope that the noble Earl | whom the Raid was directed, they would 
would have consented to that course, | have been free to take active steps to 
but I gather from his speech that he) prevent the preparations for war to 
lays equal stress upon the vote of| which the Raid gave rise, and which 
confidence as upon the first part of his | enabled the Boers to begin hostilities so well 
Motion. armed. It has further been alleged that the 
The question before us is. Has the | Government entered upon the war with- 
Government shown the foresight, states-| out any due knowledge of its character 
manship, and energy which justifies a| and extent, and Mr. Balfour declared 
vote of confidence? I am aware that in | that he had no reason to believe that the 
many cases the criticisms which have | Orange Free State would throw in its 
been made are not generally accepted. | lot with the Transvaal, and that we were 
Tam also aware that they have not been | us likely to be at war with Switzerland 
proved. But criticisms of great weight | as the [ree State. But months before 
have been made by high authorities, and| Mr. Balfour's statement a book was 
while they are unanswered, and antil| published by the Intelligence Depart- 
they are removed, is it right that a vote| ment which, amongst other things, 
of confidence in the past action of the| distinctly pointed out that one of the 
Government should be adopted? There | first effects of war would be that the 
can be no doubt that there has been| Orange Free State would certainly 
throughout the country since the| join the Transvaal. There are many 
beginning of the war, considerable | other instances which might be cited 
uneasiness, which has on more than|in proof of the Government’s singular 
one occasion taken the form of dis-| want of knowledge of the work they 
approval. I do not for a moment | were undertaking. There was the reply 
say that that disapproval was justi- | to the offer of mounted men, “ unmounted 
fied. That is a question which every | men preferred.” That is, I admit, an old 
man must resolve for himself, paying | story, but it is only right that it should 
due regard to the difficulties which |be recalled when we are asked to pass 
beset a Government when they are a vote of confidence in the Government. 
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When the negotiations at Bloemfontein 
failed, the Government made no sufficient 
preparations for the war that was then 
impending. It cannot be said that they 
were not warned, for I believe I am right 
in saying that Lord Wolseley distinctly 
warned the Government at the time of 
the seriousness of the war, and the large 
force that would be required in order to 
cope successfully with the enemy. But 
the Government did not prepare for 
eventualities, with the unfortunate result 
that the initiation was left tothe Boers, our 


loyal colonies were invaded, and disaster | 


ensued, which were redeemed not by the 


Government, but by the gallantry of the | 
troops and the brilliant march of the | 


present Commander-in-Chief to Pretoria. 
But even when Pretoria had been reached, 


the Government did not seem to beaware | 
of thedifticulty of the task which still con- | 


fronted them, for shortly afterwards came 
Lord Roberts’ 
that the war was over coincident with 
the General Election. The declaration was 


followed by the withdrawal of troops from | 
the Cape at the very moment when rein- | 
sent. | 


forcements ought to have been 
I might here quote from the leading 
periodical which supportsthe Government 
and which, in a cartully written article, 
on the conduct of the war since the taking 


of Pretoria, freely criticises the action of | 
The failure of the | 


the Government. 
Government to send out sufticient rein- 
forcements led to the second invasion of 
Cape Colony, with serious results to the 
loyal population, and that was followed by 
the futile proclamations which, I fear, 
have made us ridiculous in the eyes of 
Europe. Such is the record on which 
the noble Lord asks us to vote approval 
and confidence. A celebrated saying on 
the slow growth of confidence occurs to 
one's mind, I congratulate the noble 
Lord on its more rapid growth in his 
country—want of information, want of 
preparation, all writ large in every page 
of the record. The charges which have 
been made against His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are grave, but they may not be just. 
The difficulties of war are tremendous 
and should not be overlooked. The 
best statesman in war is like the best 
general, he who commits fewest blunders. 
But still, the question of the conduct of 
the Government is in suspense, and while 
it is in suspense-a vote of confidence is 


Lord Welby. 
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unfortunate declaration | 
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premature,inopportune Is it worth while. 
in these conditions to forceon the House 
a vote of confidence in the Government ? 
Would it not be better to obtain a 
| unanimous vote in favour of the vigorous 
prosecution of the war ? 


Amendment moved, to leave out th® 
'words “and that this House approves, 
in these respects, and heartily supports, 
the action of His Majesty‘s Government.” 
(Lord Welby). 

THe Ear, of CAMPERDOWN: My 
| Lords, I think we are indebted to the 
|noble Earl on the Cross Benches for 
having given the House the opportunity, 
at this critical moment, of expressing 
our opinion that the war must be vigour- 
ously prosecuted, and that the Boer 
guerilla forces must surrender. I have 
heard my noble friend on the Cross 
| Benches called many things in this 
House, but I have never before heard 
him called a strong Party man. Among 
the noble Earl's many good qualities 
there is none more pronounced than his 
veracity, and when he tells the House 
that he has proposed this resolution 
without consultation with anybody, and 
simply with a desire to express an opinion 
that he believes is shared by many other 
Members of this House, I am sure every 
'noble Lord will believe that he is per- 
fectly sincere. I do not apprehend that 
Lord Welby meant to say anything 
different from that; but, unfortunately, 
the inference he left your Lordships to 
draw was that in some way or another 
'the noble Earl had been “got at,” and 
| that this was a sort of “ put up” Motion. 


*Lorp WELBY: Nothing was further 


from my mind. 


THE Earn or CAMPERDOWN: I 
readily accept that assurance. The 
Motion before the House is one which 
might very properly have been made at 
/a much earlier stage of the war. I 
| believe that all, or nearly all of us in 
| this House desire to support the Govern- 
|ment in any vigorous action for the 
| prosecution of the war. The reason, I 
|apprehend, why no such Motion has 
hitherto been made is that it is not the 
| usual practice in your Lordships’ House 
‘to bring forward general Resolutions. 
|Moreover, there was this objection to 
any course of that kind, that it might 
appear to be an attempt to pass a vote 
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of confidence in the Government in the 
guise of a Resolution in favour of a 
vigorous prosecution of the war. But 
this, it seems to me, is an appropriate 
moment for a Resolution of this character, 
because we wish to disabuse the minds 
of the Boers of the idea, which un- 
doubtedly they entertain, that there are 

rties in this country favourable to 
them, that the nation is tired of the 
war, and that with very little induce- 
ment we should withdraw our troops. 
It is also appropriate that this Resolution 
should be carried in Parliament, because 
of the character of ja large number of 
the speeches which have been made 
during the last few months by members 
of the Opposition. 

I hope this House, by passing the 
Resolution by a large and emphatic 
majority, will declare its’ determination 
that the two late Republics shall be for 
all time incorporated in the British 
dominions, and that your Lordships’ 
House will support any Government 
which prosecutes the war with that 


{27 Janva 


energy and determination which the 
nation desires to see exhibited. The 


speech of the noble Lord who moved 
the Amendment, and the remarks he 
made about the Government, whether 
deserved or not, have no reference to the 
Resolution. Ido not think he can have 
read the Resolution. I was glad to hear 
the noble Lord say there would be a 
unanimous vote in favour of the first part 
ofthe Resolution. It shows that the noble 
lord's political friends in this House are 
separated by an enormous distance from 
many of the other sections of his politi- 
cal friends elsewhere. The Colonial 


WSecretary and the noble Marquess have 


been attacked elsewhere because the words 





eee 


> used. 


“unconditional surrender” have been 


" turrender amounts to the same thing as 


>) extermination. 
‘|What stuff and nonsense that is. 


Your Lordships know 
But 


‘the surrender must be complete, and 
) there must be no fighting hereafter. The 


) Amendment 


means that the House 
approves of the action of His Majesty’s 
Government so long as they prosecute 


ithe war vigorously and insist on forcing 


) the Boers to surrender. 


The past actions | 


) ofthe Government have no relevance to 








the question before the House, but the 
noble Lord and many of his friends seem 


| 


It has been said that unconditional | 
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{never to be able to think of anything 
| else. Their attitude is—We oppose you 
| now because you did some wrong things 
| some time ago. 
| What the House is asked to do to-night 
| Is to say ‘‘We are prepared to support 
| the Government so long as they continue 
the vigorous measures they are now 
taking.” If the noble Lord could be, 
pictured once more revising the Estimate 
he might perhaps be imagined praying to 
|be delivered from such a spendthrift 
Government, but not accusing them of a 
/want of sufficient energy and vigour. 
The noble Lord says the Government did 
not make sufficient preparations for the 
_war. What does he mean by that? 
Does he mean that the Government ought 
to have sent out 20,000 or 30,000 trcops 
to South Africa during the negotiations ? 
The charge that the Government did not 
make sufficient preparation is hardly just 
from the noble Lord, whose friends would 
have blamed the Colonial Secretary for 
forcing a war by warlike preparations as 
well as bv threats; and the charge of 
want of foresight, even if it can be proved, 
is no reason for refusing to approve the 
Government in doing everything that 
they can now to bring the war to an end. 
I object that many of the Opposition 
speeches purporting to deal with the war 
are really, as regards about five sixths of 
their substance, devoted to attacking the 
the Government, and only as regards 
one-sixth to the war. There are three 
sections among these critics of the Govern- 
ment—those who desire to see the 
country unsuccessful and to whom every 
| British misfortune is a delight—I mean 
some Irish Members; those extreme 
Radicals who will not vote supplies for 
the war, and will not even support their 
‘leaders when called upon to do so; and 
those who like my noble friend, are 
absorbed in the past omissions and trans- 
gressions of the Government. At such 
moments as these all patriotic people 
join in supporting the Government in 
/any vigorous measures which they think 
necessary. If your Lordships were to 
'aecept the Amendment you would not 
only be doing everything in your power 


| to weaken the influence of the Govern- 


ment in the prosecution of the war but 
everything you could to defer the lasting 
peace which the country intends to- 
secure when the war is over. 
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Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, | not think the question of the origin of | be 
regard the speech we have just heard from | the war concerns us very much now. We § but & 
the noble Earl as one strongly in tavour of | have been at war for something like two have | 
the Amendment. The noble Earl asked | and a quarter years and what concerns § the R 
what had the past action of His Majesty’s | us now is the bringing of the war to thems 
Government to do with the matter: but | rapid and satisfactory conclusion, and the thems 
that is the point raised, although he said | attainment of sound and lasting con. § #@2°e 
the past action of the Government did) ditions of peace. The Government The 
not matter. throughout these proceedings have not, § that | 

Tue Eart or CAMPERDOWN: |it seems to me, followed that good old § betwe« 
What I said was that the past action of | adage, “Once bit, twice shy.” They § Kruge 
His Majesty’s Government had nothing | have been bitten on many occasions,gbut ff} matte: 
to do with this Resolution. ; te moe 4 profited by experience, sg 

TURE cei ol ..,| Lhey have been wrapped in a cloak of | make 

a mmndca on a Bi | self-confident optimism from first to last, otal 
Earl places upon the words in the Motion, eve has prevented them from seeing an 
but I appeal to any fair minded person or ne but the best side of things, and Jf well-k: 
as to whether the words proposed to be | whilst looking at the. best side of things, J accept 
omitted by the Amendment are not dis- | 8@4 #lways expecting the best to happen, ff this ec 
Sesthy Pieetted to the past action of the | they have failed to make provision for § that i 
Government and nothing else. Those | 2 Worst. Again and again this has 9 ben n 
ne ara ” occurred. I will briefly run through the § it wo 

“And that this House approves, in these | = peengeelg wens gow — = gph 
respects, and heartily supports, the action of ume after oral the Government have in all 
His Majesty's Government.’ had periods of illusion end disillusion, § have | 
What is it that the House approves in and how, time after time, the hopes that @ ment 
these respects ? have been raised have been falsified and § of whe 

wa cn ae : have not borne fruit. I can 

THE Eart or WEMYSS: The vigorous) The four periods into which these put ft 
prosecution of the war. proceedings may well be divided are: (1) J in 18! 

Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: The (the period prior to the war; (2) the J ally « 
vigorous prosecution of the war must! period from October, 1899, to October, J regard 
certainly refer to the past action of the | 1900; (3) the period from October, 1900, § And e 
Government. Certainly; how can you, when the war was declared to be over, § bound 
approve a thing that is in the future?|to the time when the proclamation of § take tl 
What we shall approve of if we pass the | August 7th came into force—namely, § in spi 
Resolution as it stands will be the past September 15th ; and (4) the period after § was a 
action of the Government, and the en-| September 15th of last year. With regard § Oppos 
couragement of them to go on in exactly | to the first period—and here my noble § struck 
the same way in the future. Whilst we | friend will see to what I referred when! § ment. 
entirely agree that, without a vigorous | said that the Government failed to keep § the be: 
prosecution of the war and without the | peace—the Government knew that during f than a 
surrender of the Boer forces still in the | the years 1896, 1897, and 1898, the Boer matter 
field, there can be no peace, yet we do) Republics were continually arming. The ff} of Co: 
not agree that the action of the Govern- | Intelligence Department reported that to 9] in tha 
ment in the past has been such as to use | the Government. They also knew from ] which 
the great resources of this country and | the estimate of those Republics that they | Party, 
the ready help of all portions of the | were spending large sums in armaments, § allianc 
Empire to the best possible effect, in a|and yet during all that time never @ @ by the 
vigorous prosecution of the war. The|remonstrance was addressed to them, the ] 
speech of the noble Earl who moved this | much less was any attempt made to stop @ mentic 
Resolution—-we all congratulate him on | the process which was going on. These § was w 
the vigour and varicty of his speech—— | Republics were isolated entirely except in ractic 
has wandered from golf to the concentra- | regard to a small portion of Portuguees Pod’ y 
tion camps, and from the origin of the | territory ; and it could never have beeD @ the fa’ 
war to little dinners. Ido not propose | assumed that the armaments were being @ the ye: 
to follow the noble Earl into the many | accumulated for any other purpose than @ to the 
subjects on which he touched, and I do|to be used against the British Empire. 
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The proper policy to have adopted would 
have been, not only to have remonstrated 
but to have taken stronger steps and to 
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have prevented the acquisition of arms by’ 


the Republics. The Government lulled 
themselves into security by bringing 
themselves to think that in no circum- 
stances would the Boers fight. 


Then throughout the whole of the time 
that the negotiations were proceeding 
between the Colonial Secretary and Mr. 
Kruger about the franchise and other 
matters, little was done to make our 
position secure in South Africa and to 
make our Colonies—Cape Colony and 
Natal—safe from attack by the Boers, 
although it must have been perfectly 
well-known that, if Mr. Kruger did not 
accept the conditions put before him by 
this country, war would ensue. I believe 
that if our forces in South Africa had 
been made sufficiently strong at that time 
it would have been impossible for the 


Boers to have invaded our territory, and | 


in all probability the war would never 
have broken out. I know the Govern- 
ment say that was impossible because 
of what the Opposition would have done. 
I cannot imagine ‘so thin a pretext 
put forward as that the Opposition 
in 1898 and 1899; could have materi- 
ally damaged the Government with 
regard .to such a question as_ that 
And even if they could, surely it was the 
bounden duty of the Government to 
take the steps which they thought right, 
in spite of the Opposition. But what 
was at that time the condition of the 
Opposition—of this terrible body which 
struck fear into the mind of the Govern- 
ment. So far as this House is concerned, 
the benches on this side are more eloquent 
than anything I could say; but how did 
matters stand with regard to the House 
of Commons? I think the Opposition 


' 205,000. 


in that House numbered 266 votes, of | 


which 82 belonged to the Irish Nationalist 


Party, who had openly repudiated all | 
} alliance with the Opposition and acted 


That left 184 votes of 
the Liberal Party, which, 
mentioning any internal differences, it 
was well known was powerless for any 
gies purpose. And yet that is the 
ody which is held up as responsible for 
the failure of the Government during 


without | 
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been received, ‘and’ after the Boers had 
invaded British territory. Even then 
the Government said that war was a 
small affair and would be easily got 
over. 


THE MARQUESS or SALISBURY: 
Who said so ? 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: The Govern- 
ment voted £10,000,000 and said 50,000 
men would finish it in a very short time; 
but after we had gone through some of 
those terrible experiences of the early 
stages of the war, we were told that it 
was a great war and would require 
£60,000,000. That sum was asked for in 
the votes, and 200,000 men were sent outs 
When the noble Lord, Earl Roberts, went 
out to South Africa a change came over 
the scene, and our disasters were succeeded 
by a series of brilliant successes. Then 
in October, 1900, we were suddenly told 
that the war was over. I do not wish 
for a moment to drag in any suggestion 
as to the reason for declaring the war 
over at that time. but the effect of that 
declaration was very serious, because it 
involved the reduction of the forces in 
South Africa from 250,000 men to about 
A renewal of the fighting in 
South Africa followed the General 
Election; and we were told the other 
day in the House of Commons by a 
gallant Member who was out there at 
the time, that that was the most critical 
period in the campaign. 

You then had the second invasion of 
Cape Colony. followed by that most 
serious and depressing despatch from Lord 
Milner, dated February 6th, last year, in 
which he stated that the last half year - 
had been one of retrogression, and de- 
scribed the last month of 1900 and 
January, 1901, as being distinctly worse 
in every respect than the months which 
preceded them. For a long time the 
Government took no steps at all, and 
there is no greater proof of the optimism 
with which they were afflicted than the 
reply they gave to Colonel A. G. Lucas on 
December 28th, 1900, which may be 
found on page 143 of the Report of the 
Imperial Yeomanry Committee. Colonel 
Lucas wrote on December 19th, 1900, 
pointing out the losses which had taken 
place in the strength of the Imperial 


the years preceding the war. I pass now | Yeomanry in South Africa, and stating 
to the period after the ultimatum had | that he was prepared to arrange for the 
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enlistment of drafts to the extent of from 
3,000 to 5,000 with the least possible 
delay. He strongly pressed on the War 
Office the desirability of his being allowed 
to do so, but this was the answer which 
he received— 

“‘Tam directed to aeknowledge the receipt 
of your letter of the 19th instant, and to 
express the thanks of the Secretary of State 
for War for the suggestion you. put forward 
with regard to the re-opening of recruiting for 
the Imperial Yeomanry and the despatch of 
drafts to South Africa. 

‘As, however, steps are being taken to 
enrol a large number of men for service in the 
South African Constabulary, Mr. Brodrick is 
of opinion that it is not desirable to re-com- 
mence recruiting for the Imperial Yeomanry.” 


‘That is a repetition of what took place at 
the beginning of the war, when it was 
proposed to raise a composite Yeomanry 
Regiment. On November 26th, 1899, 
the War Office wrote to Colonel Lucas — 

** Your proposal to form a composite Yeo- 
manry Regiment for active service has been 
laid before the Military Secretary, but there is 
no intention at present of utilising the services 
of the Yeomanry in South Africa.” 

Shortly afterwards a very different tale 
was told, and the Government were glad 
to get the assistance of the Yeomanry. 
Even then, the number of men raised 


was limited to a total of 10,500, and the. 
Report of the Yeomanry Committee | 


states that— 


“There can be no doubt that a larger 
number of men could have been enlisted had 
this limit not been fixed. The men of the 
Yeomanry Cavalry formed the backbone of 
the force, but amongst all classes the service 
rapidly became popular. Many of the men 
were of very good social roger te and the 
majority belonged to the middle elasses.” 

Surely it was unwise to forego the 
chance of getting all the men of 
that stamp which it was possible to 
obtain. About the same time as the 
War Office declined Colonel Lucas’s offer 
to raise 5,000 more Imperial Yeomanry, 
came a demand from Lord Kitchener for 
more mounted men. The Government 
took no steps for several weeks, and 
then hurriedly raised the new Yeomanry 
and sent them out to South Africa. I 
wish to dissociate myself entirely from 
the charges that have been made as to 
the conduct of the new Yeomanry in the 
field Though the men were sent out. 
without any training, some of them were 
put in the field within a fortnight from | 


{LORDS} 
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can learn, their conduct has been suchag 
to give the greatest satisfaction to al] 
who desire to recognise in the present 
race men as good, and as fit, and ag 
eager for war, as were our forefathers. 
But what was the condition of th:s forge 
when it went out? This is what Lord 
Kitchener said in a despatch of July 
last— 

“‘It was impossible at first to put into the 
field a large number of new Yeomanry recruits, 
many of whom were unable either to ride or to 
shoot, and the necessity for their retention at 
drills and musketry upon the lines of com 
munication unavoidably curtailed for a time 
the work of the mobile columns. Some few of 
the men have proved quite unsuitable for the 
work expected of them, but satisfactory pro- 
gress has been and is being made and they are 
gradually gaining experiences in the field.” 
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It is said that the blame for the hurried 
despatch of this force to South Africa 
rests with Lord Kitchener, who said he 
would rather train the men himself in 
South Africa. But this does not ex 
onerate the Government from respon 
sibility, for they ought to have had these 
men long before, and ready to be sent 
out to South Africa when called for. 
Lord Kitchener naturally wanted the 
men as soon as he could get them, think- 
thinking that though they might not be 
fit to take active work in the mobile 
columns, yet while they were being 
taught to ride and shoot they could be 
used on the lines of communication, 
thereby relieving other men for active 
service in the field. 

By March of last year the belief was 
again re-established that the war was 
over, or would be over by the end of the 
South African winter. That is most 
clearly proved by the War Office Memor- 


andum attached to the Army Estimates | 
J The sum 
required was £58,230,000. The Meor Ff 


issued on March Ist of last year. 


andum stated— 


‘The provision under this head is based on 
the assumption that for the first four months 
of the new financial year the field force in 
South Africa will be maintained at full 
strength, and that a gradual diminution will 
subsequently take place. Provision is made 
for the transport home of the troops and the 
gratuties payable on demobilisation, as well as 
the special war gratuity, which, though voted 
in the present financial year (/.e. 1900-01) will 
not, owing to the prolongation of the war, be 
paid to any large extent until 1901-02.” 


It is perfectly clear from that Memorandum 
that at the beginning of March !ast year 


the time they landed, and from what I ‘the Government still looked forward to an 


Lord Tweedmouth, 


( 
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early close of the war, and were making | it is necessary to allude when giving 
preparations fur the withdrawal of troops, reasons for lack of confidence in the 


instead of doing all it was in their power to 
do to keep the Army in the field up to the 
highest possible strength. The belief that 
the war was over or nearly over no doubt 
explains the September 15th Proclama- 
tion, the refusal to listen to overtures by 
the Boers, and the neglect of further 
measures of reinforcements. In fact, 
throughout the war there has been illusion 
on the part of the Goverment and their 
disillusion. 

Then I come to the last period—the 
period when the campaign was described 
by the noble and learned Lord on 
the woolsack as a ‘“‘ sort of warfare.” It 
is a sor of warfare that has brought 
death and grief to many a home in the 
kingdom. Whether it was the result of 
the proclamation, or whether it was a 
judgment falling upon the optimistic views 
of the Government, the 15th of September 
saw a severe recrudescence of the war. 
For the third time Cape Colony was in- 
vaded, and attacks were made in many 
parts of South Africa. showing that the 
Boers were following a combined plan o 
action, and that the war was then still in 
full force. Natal also was threatened ; 
and the Natal Volunteers, who has been 
disbanded, had to be called out again. 
The Government still insist that the war | 
is all but over, but they have began the 
new year by asking for more Volunteers. 
I applaud that demand. The fault I find 
is that throughout the war the Govern- 
ment have not continuously called out 
men and held them in readiness to be 
sent to South Africa when wanted, in- 
stead of waiting for demands from South 
Africa before attempting to raise the men. 


the miscalculation, which goes on in 
Government circles. Twelve months ago, 
according to Mr. Brodwick, the enemy’s 
strength was about 20,000, and the Boer | 
losses, from the returns, have been 18,320 
since then. Yet, two months ago the 
Secretary of State for War calculated that 
there were still 10,000 men in the field. | 
Personally I think that is an optimistic | 


S calculation, for the number of Boers in | 







the field is probably nearer 20,000 than 
10,000. 

The question of the medical arrange. 
ment is an old one, but it is one to which | 


| preparations made by the Government. 
| At the very beginning of the war the 
| Government were warned of the likelihood 
that the medical service would prove 
inadequate. They were warned by Sir 
Walter Foster to take special steps, 
but they disregarded the warning. I 
wonder what would have happened if 
the Government had not had the 
assistance of the Volunteer Hospital 
|Corps. No doubt a terrible state of 
things would have followed. In spite 
of all the protests that were made as 
to the sufficiency of the medical arrange- 
ments, the Government were forced to 
appoint a Commission. I will read the 
criticism of a friendly critio of the 
Government on that Report — 

‘The Report needs no criticism, though it 
may be none the worse of a little elucidation by 
men who, like Mr. Burdett-Coutts and Mr. 
Murray Gut rie, were on tne spt, and saw for 
themselves what was going on. Remembering 
the limited powers of the Commission, its com- 
position, and the general considerations by 
which it was no doubt governed, no one can 
regard the Report as other than a severe 
condemnation of the medical arrangements 
hitherto thought adequate.” 

Again, take the question of the supply 
of horses. I do not believe that there is 
any one single thing which has so tended 
to the prolongation of the war as the 
failure of the Government to keep an 
adequate supply of horses in the field. 
I do not mean that sufficient horses 
have not been sent out, but they have 
not been delivered to the troops in the 
field in such a condition as to be of real 
service. They have been sent out, just 
as the troops have, spasmodically, and 
by fits and starts, with the result that 
they have been obliged to be putin the 
field in an unfit state. The care of the 
horses in South Africa is a sad blot on 
our arrangements. I believe that from 
the hunting stables, racing stables, and 
private stables of even the Members of 
your Lordships’ House, a body of men 
might h ve been got together and sent 
out to South Africa ag non-combatants 
to take charge of the horses, and to see 
that they were properly looked after, 
and put into the field in a serviceable 
condition. But what happened was that 


/when a man was not much good for 


the field he was considered quite capable 
of looking after the remount departinent. 
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Exactly the same blundering took place | by His Majesty’sGovernment. Of course, 
in the management of the three lines | the main function of an Opposition is to 
of railway which conveyed supplies to| oppose. That is its duty. That is what 
the men at the front. It has always| it exists for, and in that way it makes 
seemed to me that the practical thing to | itself useful. But the public do not 
have done would have been, instead of | always make the necessary deductions 
placing these lines under the control of | from the action of an official Opposition, 
soldiers who were not competent for the |I am not speaking of those extremely 
work, to have sent out men collected from | violent persons who have been repudiated 
the various railways of the country, and | by almost all the leaders of the Liberal 
thereby released a large number of soldiers Party, and eminently repudiated to night 





for fighting purposes. 

I hope that in what I have said I have 
not used unfair or unpatriotic language. 
I attribute to His Majesty’s Government 
no malice prepense, no mala fide, but I 
maintain that throughout this war they 


have not realised the greatness of the | 
problem with which they have had to 
deal, and in every instance have under- | 


estimated what they were required to 
carry out. For that reason, while I am 
perfectly willing to support the resolution 
that it is only by the vigorous prosecution 


of the war and through the surrender of | 


Boers forces still in the field that a 
satisfactory and lasting peace can be 
assured, | cannot feel that the action of 


His Majesty's Government in the past 


justifies me in the supposition that the 
vigorous measures they will take in the 
future will be satisfactory. I hope the 


lesson of the last few years has been | 


learned, and that the Government will 


prosecute the war vigorously, and spare no | 


effort to conclude it in @ manner likely to 


bring peace to South Africa and promote | 
good fellowship between Boer and Briton. | 


*Lorp STANMORE: My Lords, I 
have not the smallest idea of following 
the noble Lord who has just spoken 
through the long catalogue of errors 
which he imputes to His Majesty's Gov- 
ernment ; stall less have J any intention 
of repeating what has been better said by 
noble Lords who have already taken part 
in this debate. But I wish to bring under 
the notice of the House one consideration 
which has not yet been mentioned, and 
which I think should induce it to pass the 
Resolution without omission, or altera- 
tion. The adoption of the Amendment 
could hardly be looked upon as other 
than a censure on the Government, and 
would produce in some quarters the 
erroneous impression that the official 
Opposition to the Motion indicates a real 
hearty dissent from the course pursued 


Lord Tweedmouth. 


| by Lord Welby in adopting, as he has 
| done, the first part of the Resolution, 
| Nor do Ifrefer anything to those senti- 
|mentalists, many of whom I greatly 
respect, though I do not agree with 
them, who, curiously enough, always dis- 
play sympathy for those with whom all 
about them are at enmity. A century 
ago a Minister, who was a wit as well as an 
orator and a statesmanx—-George Canning 
—denounced those who were 

“The steady patriots of the world alone, 

The friend of every country—save their own.” 
They have always existed, and_ will 
continue to exist. 

The noble Lord who moved the Amend- 
ment told us that he remembered the 
Crimean war. Well, I also remember the 
|Crimean war. I occupied at that time 
| a position which, though obscure, brought 
under my notice all that went on in the 
Government Departments at home and 
|abroad at that time. Exactly the 
same reproaches were brought against 
the Government then that are uttered 
now. There were the same charges of 
miscaleulating the money necessary, the 
'too small vote that was made in the 
first instance, the inadequate force first 
sent out, and neglect as to recruiting; 
|and the same thing will be found if you 
| go back to the wars of 50 years before that. 

It is right that such criticism should 
| be breught forward, because that is what 
|the Opposition is for. It keeps the 
|Government up to the mark. Every 
| Government, whether it contain noble 
'Lords on this side, or noble Lords 
on the other side of the House, will 
make blunders. No Government can 
pretend that it is infallible, and its mis- 
takes and errors should be pointed out; 
but we must discount to a great extent 
the earnestness of that Opposition which 
is to a certain extent official and per- 
functory. The leaders of political life on 
both sides are so bound and fettered by 
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the ties of Party that they do not, I 
think altogether realize how Party con- 
troversies are viewed by those who are 
not so bound—by that great public 
which more now than at any time 
previously takes an interest in national 
and Imperial affairs. There are a large 
number of Englishmen, and especially 
those in the Colonies, who take the 
deepest interest in Imperial affairs, who 
are utterly independent of Party, They 
know the English noblemen and right 
hon. Gentlemen who constitute the 
Government, from whatever Party taken, 
will guard the honour and interests of 
the country to their best ability, and 
despite the vendal blunders they are sure 
to make. whichever side they sit on. 
Fifty years ago the rank and file of a 
Party honestly believed that by some 
special interposition of providence those 
of their Party were always right, and 
those of the other Party always wrong. 
There are some who apparently still hold 
that sort of belief. Butit is waning away, 
and if you look to that great public 
which is confined by no ties of Party, 
and which is outside the influences that 
sway an official Opposition, you will find 
that the conduct of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment as a whole has received approval. 
They feel that, admitting that many of 
the complaints which are made against 
the Government have some foundation 
in fact, they are mere matters of detail 
beside the great principle which is 
involved. The Amendment appears to 
me almost meaningless. 


Tae Eart oF WEMYSS: Thoroughly 
illogical. 


*Lorp STANMORE: Because if you 
agree to the first part of the Resolution 
you can hardly resist the latter. If you 
agree that the war is to be pursued in 
such @ manner as there laid down, and 
that the only way to peace is through 
the surrender of the Boer guerilla forces, 
you get rid of all that has been said with 
regard to negotiations for peace. The 


moral I wish to draw is this, that when | °Pposite ought to have been done. 


{27 January 1902} 
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thing are equal to one another.” Now, 
we are told by the leaders of the Liberal 
Party that their views are represented 
by the speech of Lord Rosebery at 
Chesterfield. A distinguished member 
of His Majesty’s Government has also 
said that the views of the Government 
are represented by that speech. If 
both are represented by that speech, 
then they must substantially agree with 
one another. Though that is putting 
the matter in a light form, there is a 
real substance of truth at the bottom 
of it. Whatever may be said of the 
past, I do not know that there is any 
intelligble difference between the Opposi- 
tion and His Majesty's Government 
with regard to the future conduct of 
the war. I am not speaking of the 
future administration of the country. 
That is a great question to be dealt 
with afterwards. I speak only of the 
present situation. Lord Welby spoke 
of the Crimean war. At the time of 
the Crimean war the Government were 
blamed for having too long carried on 
negotiations, and it was contended that if 
they had at the first shown a firm front 
and put their foot down there would 
have been no war. That may or may 
not be true. On the present occasion 
the Goverment spoke firmly, and it 
is now said that if they had not spoken 
so firmly, but had prolonged the negotia- 
tions, there would have been no war. 
That to may or may not be true, but 
what I assert is that hed the cases been 
reversed, the opposition would equally 
have condemned the Government. If 
the Crimean War had been entered on at 
an earlier date it would have been said 
to have been caused by the peremptory 
language of the Government. Had 
negotiations in South Africa been pro- 
longed and war yet ensued, it would 
have been said to be due to the Govern- 
ment not having acted before the Boers 
had made all the preparations they 
neeeded. No matter what was done it 
would always be urged that the exact 


The 
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we have made the necessary discount | point I wish to make is this, that when 


from speeches of the official Opposition, 
there is much real agreement between 
the two sides—a much greater agree- 
ment than either side, perhaps, chooses 
toadmit. Weare told by Euclid that 
“things which are equal to the same 





we abandon hypothetical discussions on 
the past for practical considerations of 
the the present, there is really no reason 
why the Opposition should not vote 
with those on the Ministerial side of the 
House in favour of the Resolution. 


2N 
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*THeE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE For WAR (Lord RaGLan): My 
Lords, the noble Lord who spoke from 
the front Opposition Bench, Lord 
Tweedmouth, gave your Lordships a 


great many reasons why he, and those. 


who think with him, intend to vote for 
the Amendment ; and the noble Lord 
who proposed the Amendment carried 
his remarks back to the negotiations 
which preceded the war. I do not 
propose to follow the noble Lords 
through the whole of those matters, 


but will confine my observations to the 


specific points on which the conduct of 
the War Office has, in our opinion, been 
wrongly aspersed. The Department has 
been blamed for waiting with their 
hands folded for demands from South 
Africa. The first demand made from 
South Africa for mounted men _ by 
Lord Kitchener was on December 13th, 
1900. Lord Kitchener asked for men 
to replace the wastage which had 
occurred in the old Yeomanry by the 
operation of many months of war. The 
noble Lord said that the Government 
had no men ready to send out, and that 
they had to arrange for an untried force 
with which to replace these losses. 
On the contrary, the War Office had 
men ready to send out. 

Within eight days of the receipt of the 
request from Lord Kitchener 4,000 men 


were placed under orders for South | 
These men were neither un-, 


Afriea. 


trained nor untried. They consisted 


of two regular cavalry regiments, a large | 


number of cavalry drafts, and 800 


mounted infantry. On December 2\1st | 


the arrangements for the despatch of 
troops were completed; and the first 
cavalry regiment, the King’s Dragoon 
Guards, sailed on January 8th following. 


Between January 8th and April 27th, | 


when practically the force of 30,000 
mounted men promised on February 7th 
was completed, a very large body of troops 
werelanded inSouth Africa. On February 
7th the Secretary for War stated that 
large reinforcements would be sent to 
South Africa, and would include 30,000 
mounted men. A month previous to the 
making of that statement the Depart- 
ment had. already begun to form the 
force, and the number of mounted men 
actually landed in South Africa between 
January lst and the end of May amounted 


{LORDS} 
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| to upwards of 37,000 men. They con- 
|sisted of two regular cavalry regi- 
‘ments, large drafts to all cavalry regi- 
| ments out there, 3,600 mounted infantry, 
/most of whom consisted of regulars, and 
some of them Militia who had been 
embodied for many months, 6,000 men 
'were recruited for the South African 
Constabulary, 8,000 men from the 
colonies, and 16,500 other troops of the 
new Yeomanry. 

The noble Lord said that drafts had 
not been prepared previously for the old 
Yeomanry in South Africa and he 
quoted the letter of Colonel Lucas. The 
position was this. The recruiting was 
beginning at the end of 1900 for the 
‘South African Constabulary. The old 
Yeomanry were serving on cavalry rates 
of pay ; the South African Constabulary 
were being raised as a special force on 
a special rate of pay—5s.aday. It was 
a new force, and when the recruiting 
was first started for the constabulary 
recruits did not come in readily. It was, 
therefore, thought more advisable not 
to begin recruiting for another force on 
similar lines until the South African 
Constabulary had got a good start in 
recruiting. As soon as that happened 
recruiting was opened for the new 
Yeomanry, and within a short space of 
time 16,500 men—not 15,000 as was 
originally promised — were enlisted. 
These men were untrained, but they 
were supposed to be able to ride and 
shoot. A very large bulk of the men 
were able to ride and shoot remarkably 
well, as was shown by their _perfor- 
mances in South Africa. It is possible 
that in the raising of such a large force 
'within a comparatively short space of 
'time mistakes were made; __ possibly 
there was personation, and that one 
man did the riding and shooting tests 
\in another man’s name and, so forth. 
| Had those men been trained as the old 
_and later Yeomanry have been trained 
‘they would have been discovered and 
| eliminated. 
| When Lord Kitchener asked that these 
men should be sent out to South Africa 
it was not the business of the War 
| Office to keep them at home. They 
were accordingly sent out and trained 
there, and during the process of train- 
ing a certain proportion of the {men 
were discovered to be inefficient and 
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were returned to this country. The! war became a war in which not only 
percentage, however, was exceedingly were more than 200,000 men engaged, 
small; it did not reach 5 per cent. of| but the number of mounted men was 
the total enlistments. I think we may | out of all proportion as compared with 
congratulate ourselves that out of such | any other army which has taken the 
a large force, raised so speedily and sent | field within modern recollection. The 
out so rapidly on active service, the| question of remounts was always 
percentage of men returned was so small. | difficult ; but the efforts of the War 
The new Yeomanry have behaved most Office have been not inconsiderable. 
gallantly in the field and have done their | In 1901 no less than 129,000 horses 
duty as British soldiers always do, in spite | were sent to South Africa, and at the 
of the fact that many of them were put in | present time are being landed in South 
ositions of great difficulty ‘before they Africa at the rate of 13,000 or 14,000 a 
fad received very adequate training. month. 


{27 January 1902} Confidence in the Govt. 





I now come to the question that has 
been raised as to the calculations of the 
number of Boers in the field. No doubt 
there have been great discrepancies in 
the estimates of the Boer numbers in the 
field. I do not think that the people 
who jeer at these discrepancies have 
sufficiently considered the extraordinary 
difficulty of a war conducted in a country 
so sparsely inhabited and against an 
army which does not wear a uniform. 
In the case of an army wearing a uni- 
form we could have counted the men, 
but where men are not wearing a unt- 
form and do not differ in appearance 


from the ordinary inhabitants of the 
country discrepancies in estimating 
numbers may easily occur. It was 


owing to that fact, of which so little is 
thought, that the discrepancies arose. 
The noble Lord also referred to the 
deficiencies of the medical and remount 
services. If noble Lords will carry their 
minds back to our military position and 
policy before the war they will remember 
that successive Governments and Parlia- 
ments decided, and the country was 
satisfied, that the effective number of men 
we should send abroad for a war out of 
this country was about 70,000 men. The 
Army medical service, arranged tominister 
to the wants of an armv of 70,000 men, 
was suddenly called on to minister to the 
wants of more than 200,000 men, and 
had to do a vast amount of work which 
usually falls to the civilian doctor of the 
country which is the seat of war. I 
think your Lordships will see, therefore, 
that its labours could not well have been 
surpassed. The same remark applies to 
the remount department. Arrange- 
ments were made before the war to 
provide enough remounts for an ex- 
peditionary force of 70,000 men. The 


| As to the question of railways, when 
|the war broke out it was necessary to 
| take over the working of the railways in 
South Africa, and Sir Perey Girouard, 
the builder of the wonderful railway to 
| Khartoum, was sent to organise the 
system. The railways were badly laid 
|and short of rolling stock, but they have 
been extremely well worked throughout 
the war, and there has been practically 
| no hiteh except such as has been caused 
‘by the enemy. Whatever may be the 
' shortcomings of the War Office, it has at 
\ least kept up on active serviee an army 
|greater than any one could have sup- 
posed this country capable of sending 
'abroad; it has supplied that army with 
/more remounts than have ever been 
required before, and with ample food and 
‘ammunition, and there has never been 
_any cessation of the drafts requisite to 
keep the army up to full strength. 

|_*Tur LORD BISHOP or HEREFORD: 
'My Lords, I ask the indulgence of the 
' House for two or three minutes while I 
| make a few observations on this subject. 
|l confess that I rise as one of those 
‘opposed to this Resolution. I am well 
aware that to oppose it is not to be on 
‘the winning side at present, but I am 
| perfectly convinced that it is the right 
side. I have the strongest objection to 
ithe Resolution as it stands. I cannot 
| understand what possible good it can do. 
/In this House it is surely a work of 
| supererogation to pass a resolution of this 
|kind. The noble Marquess and _ his 
colleagues know that they have a large 
majority. Then, again, if it were in- 
tended to stir up the Government to a 
more vigorous prosecution of the war, it 
ought to have been brought forward two 
years ago. At the present moment, as 
we hope and believe, his Majesty’s 
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Government are prosecuting the war) 
with all possible vigour. But my chief | 
objection to the Resolution—and it is one | 
which will be widely felt in the country | 
—lies in the one word “only” before the | 
words “ by the vigorous prosecution of the | 
war.” What does it mean? Is this Reso- | 
lution an attempt to revive in his Majesty’s 
Government the spirit of the policy which 

we had hoped was discarded—the policy 

of unconditional surrender? Since the 

Chesterfield speech we have seen many | 
indications on the part of his Majesty's 

Government that they were ready to bury 

this term of “ unconditional surrender ” ; 

and I cannot believe that this Resolution | 
is rea!ly acceptable to the noble Marquess, 

being a sort of resurrection of the phrase, 

I deplore the Resolution on that account. | 
Only a week ago the noble Marquess 
seemed clearly to drop the phrase. 


THE MArRQuEss oF SALISBURY: I 
did nothing of the kind. 


*THE LORD BISHOP or HEREFORD: 
His explanation showed that his meaning 
was something very different from what 
people ordinarily understood by uncon- 
ditional surrender. The other day the | 
First Lord of the Treasury said, “ Per- | 
sonally I object to this phrase,’ and the 
Colonial Secretary said in effect, if I 
remember right, that every member 
of the Cabinet disowned it. Now the | 
noble Earl comes to press it on the aecept- 
ance of the Government again. I appeal to 
the noble Marquess and his colleagues to 
go forward in a better and nobler policy 
than this of unconditional surrender. 
Let us press the war with all possible 
vigour, but surely there are many other | 
things to be considered if we are to have | 
any hope of any early and enduring 
peace. This is the sort of thing which 


at all like Englishmen, to go on fighting, 
so that, in the words of the High Com- 
missioner : 

‘“‘The war may never be at an end in a 
formal way.” 


Could anything more fatuous be ima- | 
gined than to face a grave crisis in this | 
spirit of unconditional surrender when the 
men whom we are facing are before long, 
as we hope, to be among the most useful | 
and loyal, as they will be among the | 
bravest, of the King’s subjects ? I there- | 
fore appeal to the noble Marquess to have | 


{LORDS} 


_High Commissioner, and 


| from 


p _ weeks 
will compel the Dutchmen, if they are | 
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no regard to this Resolution if it means 
unconditional surrender, but to go on in 
the way of readiness to receive any reason- 
able proposals. ‘There are many things 
which will have to be done to secure 
peace and prosperity besides prosecuting 
the war with vigour. I will say nothing 
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‘of the great question of amnesty, but I 
can hardly imagine that these fighting 


men will surrender their arms without 
knowing something of this question of 
amnesty for the men who have been 
fighting by their side. 

The points on which I desire at this 
late hour to say a word are only three, 
I recognise the devotion, self-sacrifice, 
and humanity of those who have 
been working in the concentration 
camps, but what I complain of is 
the disastrous slowness on the part of the 
those who 
have had charge of these things in South 
Africa in introducing the necessary re- 
| forms for the improvement of the camps, 
and in stopping that dismal tale of death 
which has mounted to 11,000 or 12,000 
children, to say nothing of others. 
It is twelve months since Miss Hobhouse 
formulated out of her personal experience 
suggestions which she put at the dis- 
posal of the High Comissioner, and I 


desire to pay my tribute of admiration 


and respect for that lady for her  self- 
denying compassionate and patriotic work. 
All through the long South African 
winter, what was done? Either the 
High Commissoner knew the state of 
things which we have learned later on 
the statistics or he did not 
If he did not know, he ought 
to have known. If he did know and 
sat still, where were his bowels of 
mercy? He was amongst us for some 
last summer; he must have 
given some information. What was 
‘done at that time? During those 
dismal weeks of the South African 
winter how slow was the action of the 
Government, if it was action at all. It 
was only in November, after the 


know. 


‘statistics had shocked the conscience 


of the English people, that energetic 
words were spoken. Then we had 
to thank the Colonial Secretary for 
his energetic injunctions as to what 
was to be done.. I am sorry the 
facts did not come before the notice 
of the Colonial Secretary long before, 
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All who know him know that he has a 
warm heart, though it is sometimes 
difficult to reach it through the ces triplex 


-of his political fighting armour, I hardly 


know anything in the whole history of 


the war which has so brought it hometo | 


my mind that the High Commissioner is a 
distinguished man in the wrong place 
as this inertia, or slowness, to take any 
energetic and effective measures for 


saving the lives of these children, and so | 


saving us from what, I fear, however 
much it may be undeserved, will remain 
as one of the greatest blots on the English 


name in eonnection with this war. [. 


most earnestly hope that before the 
coming South African winter begins to 


.do its worst, the authorities in South | 


Africa will act far more vigorously than 
they have done, so that some great 
change may take place in the adminis- 
tration and conditions of the camps. 
Again, with regard to the political 
executions which are taking place in 
South Africa, we hope we shall have 
no more spectacular executions; but 
besides this political executions have 
been proved again and again in 
history to be a most stupendous blunder. 
If you wish to strengthen a cause then 
make heroes and martyrs by political 
executions. | hope His Majesty's 
Government will do their best to have 
care that political executions shall cease 
in South Africa, because as long as they 
go on you are sowing dragon’s teeth 
which may very well make a permanent 
peace impossible. Lastly, it is my hope, 
my request, my appeal, that the noble 
Marquess will, at some early day, let us 
know—plainly, clearly, categorically 
decisively, so that all may read and 


understand—what His Majesty's Govern- 


ment are prepared to offer when the 
Boers desire to negotiate. 
know it ; but we have a right to know, 


because we have to bear the burden of | 
the tremendous expenditure of the war, | 


and because we send our sons to fight 
and to carry their lives in their hands. We 
do not know at this moment what sort 
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We do not, 
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of terms the noble Marquess and his 
colleagues would be willing to give. We 
were tuld not longago that there was 
to be a new diplomacy, that the people 
were to know the minds of the Govern- 
ment on questions concerning their 
interests, that the man in the street, in 
fact, was to be as well informed as the 
First Lord of the Treasury. Before I 
had the honour of being a member of 
you Lordships’ House I read a speech of 
the noble Marquess’s which was an 
eulogium of this new method of 
diplomacy. 


THE Marquess oF SALISBURY dis- 


sented. 


*THE LORD BISHOP or HEREFORD: 
My memory may have deceived me, 
but that was my impression. But I do 
appeal tothe noble Marquess to let us 
know what it is that he is prepared to 
do besides prosecuting the war with 
all possible vigour. I appeal to 
the noble Marquess because of my estimate 
of his high aims and his great power. I 
fear and there are multitudes of quiet, 
influential men who fear, that if the 
policy, of only unconditiorial surrender is 
to be the policy of the Government and 
the country, you will make an Irelandin 
South Africa that it will tax the wit of 
man to reconcile. The noble Marquess 
might acquire one of the greatest distinc- 
tions in his distinguished career by 
making there, not an Ireland, but a 
Canda. I hope it may be said of the 
Government, as it was said of the late 
Lord Durham, that by their wise and 
peaceful spirit in negotiating with a brave 
enemy they had added a new element to 
the vast dominions of our Empire, or, at 
all events, had sown the seeds of future 
prosperity, and growing loyalty, as Lord 
Durham did when he secured us our 
Canadian dominions. 


On Question, whether the words pro- 
posed to be left out shall stand part of 
the Motion, their Lordships divided :— 
Contents, 60; Not-Contents, 16. 


CONTENTS. 


Halsbury, E. (Z. Chancellor.) 
Devonshire, D. (1. President.) 
Salisbury, M. (LZ. Privy Seal.) 
Norfolk, D. (Z. Marshal.) 
Arzyll, D. 

Bedford, D. 

Wellington, D. 


Carnwath, E. 
Dudley, E. 
| Grey, E. 


, Lichfield, E. 


| Lansdowne, M. 
Camperdown, E. 


Hardwicke, E. 


Lindsey, E. 
Morley, E. 
Northbrook, E. 
Onslow, E. 
Roberts, F. 
Selborne, E. 
Stanhope, E. 
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Vane, E. (M/. Londonderry.) 
Waldegrave, E. [ Te//er.] 
Dunboyne, L. 
Goschen, V. Dunleath, ‘L. 
Knutsford, V. 
Llandaff, V. 


Ely, L. Bp. 

Southwell, L. Bp. 
Alverstone, L. 

Avebury, L. 

Balfour, L. 

Barnard, L. 

Belhaven and Stenton, L. 


| Glenesk, L. 
| Harris, L. 
Hothfield, L. 


James, L. 


| Lawrence, L. 
Lindley, L. 


{LORDS} 
Churchill, L. [ Te//er.] 
Colville of Culross, L. 


| Dunmore, L. (#. Dunmore.) 


Kintore, L. (2. Kintore.) 


Macnaghten, L. 
Mount Stephen, L. 





Extension to Laundries. 


Newton, L. 
North, L. 
Pirbright, L. 
Raglan, L. 
| Rathmore, L. 
Robertson, L. 
Shand, L. 
Shute, L. (V. Barrington.) 
Sinelair, L. 
Stanmare, L. 
Stewart of Garlies, L. (Z£. Gal. 
loway. ) 
Teynham, L. 
Wemyss, L. (2. Wemyss.) 


NON-CONTENTS. 


Northampton, M. Spencer, E. 


Ripon, M. 


Gordon, V. (HZ. Aberdeen.) 
Hereford, L. Bp. 


Buckinghamshire, E. 
Carrington, E. 
Chesterfield, E. [Te//er.] 
Crewe, E. 

Eart SPENCER: Before the noble 
and learned Lord puts the question, I 
should like to say two words upon it. 
I am not going to make a speech of 
any length, but by way of explanation 
I should like to say that even as it 
stands I do not like the words 
noble friend has chosen. I am quite 
aware that there are many noble Lords 
on this side of the House who do not 
put the interpretation upon them that 
the right rev. prelate put upon them, 
and that they do not consider that the 
word “only” and the other terms of 
it include what is called unconditional 
surrender. I confess myself that I think 
there may be some doubt in many minds 
about it. Undoubtedly, if I thought 
that those words included the idea of un- 
conditional surrender I should, if not 
divide the House (that would be absurd) 
say “not content” to the proposal as 
it will now be put. But I take it that 
we on this side of the House 


Burghclere, L. 


opposite, to say that so long as the war 
is carried on it must be carried on 


as 


my | 


Farrer, L. 
Headley, L. 
Monkswell, L. 
Sanhhurst, L. 
Tweedmouth, L. 
Welby, L. [7e//er}. 


ing, has his own interpretation to put 
upon the words, and I do not think 
there is any other authority in the 
House who can compete with him for 
the right to interpret the Motion he 
has framed. 

The Motion was agreed to. 
BETTING—APPOINTMENT OF SELECT 
COMMITTEE 

Moved, That a Select Committee be 


|appointed to further inquire into the 


| classes, 


increase of public betting amongst all 
and whether any legislative 
measures are possible and expedient for 


|checking the abuses occasioned thereby 


(The Lord Bishop of Hereford); agreed 


to: Then the following Lords were 
| named of the Committee :— 
KE. Derby. V. Peel. 


are | 
desirous, as strongly as hon. Members| +! 
| Chairman. 


vigorously as possible, in order to bring | 
it to a speedy end, and in that way to| 


ensure a lasting peace. 


THE Marquess or SALISBURY: I do | 


not like to allow the noble Earl to sit 
down without a word of notice. I 
would only remind him that this 
Motion, which I in no way criticise, is 
not ours. We are not at all responsible 
for the words it contains. 
Lord on the Cross Benches, who made 


so eloquent a speech early in the evens | refer to what passed in the House when 


L. Bp. Hereford. 
L. Newton. 
L. Davey. 


E. Harewood. 
EK. Durham. 
V. Cobham. 
V. Gordon. 
(E. Aberdeen.) 


The Committee to choose their own 


FACTORIES ACT—EXTENSION TO 
LAUNDRIES. 
Eart SPENCER, who had on the Pape? 
e following question : 


To ask His Majesty’s Government whether 
they propose at the earliest opportunity open 
to them this session, to in roduce a measure 


| adding to the Factories Biil of last session 4 


provision in regard to laundries— 


‘said: My Lords, } think it is better— 


The noble | 


late as it is—that I should just ask the 
Question I put down, and I shall put 
it without any speech at ll. I need not 
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the Bill of last session was in Committee ; 
it is no doubt familiar to most of your 
Lordships, though I do not think the 
noble Marquess at the head of the 
Government was in the House at the 
time. 


Returns, 


THE Marquess or SALISBURY: * 


never heard of it. 


Eart SPENCER: The noble and 
learned Lord behind him (Lord James of 
Hereford) in answer to the most rev. 
Primate said that His Majesty’s Govern- | 
ment would, at the earliest opportunity | 


open to them, introduce a clause to th s | 
I am bound also to say that the | 
noble and learned Lord did not pledge | 


effect. * 


himself to the present session, but 1 | 


sincerely trust that the noble Marquess | 
very | 


will encourage those who feel 
earnestly on this subject, and will tell us 
that His Majesty’s Government will 
introduce a measure this session. 


THe Marqugss or SALISBURY: 
Nobody will differ from the noble Ear! 
that the earliest possible consideration 
should be given to a subject of such great 
importance as this, but I always think 
that there is rather a tendency in 
noble Lords opposite to try to induce us to 
say how much 
Commons will or will not be able to do. 
The solution of a proplem of that char- 
acter [ must say I entirely give up. I 
do not know what the House of Commons 


will be prepired to undertake or what it | 


will not. Obviously, our power of con- 
sidering a matter so contested as that of 
the regulation of laundries depends 


entirely on the manner in which busincss | 


goes on in the other House. I hope 
sincerely that it may be possible for us | 
to examine into the question and to agree | 
upon such a remedy as we may think | 
suitable; but lam quite unable to give | 
the noble and learned Lord a promise——_ 
because it amounts to that--which would 
depend on the time which the House of | 
Commons would be able to find to devote 
to the subject. | 


Lord TWEEDMOUTH: There is} 
another way. We are now adjourning | 
from weck to week. Perhaps some of | 
the spare time of the House of Lords | 
might be utilised to deal with this | 
first of all, and then let it 





*See (4) Debates, xcix,, 867. 
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work the House of | 
| (two) ; 
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take its chance in the House of Commons 
afterwards. 


THE Marquess or SALISBURY: 
That is not a very prudent way of 
getting through business. I have found 
that if the House of Lords has first dealt 
with a measure the House of Commons 
will look very scrupulously at the pro- 
visions of that measure; and, I think, 
| therefore, as a matter of mere prudence, 
/1 should recommend the noble Lord 
| not to take that course of action. 


Reports, €e. 





ALIEN [MMIGRATION. 
Return (in part) respecting: Laid 
before the House (pursuant to order of 
this diy), and to be printed. (No. 6.) 


House adjourned at Eight o'clock 
till To-morrow, Eleven o'clock. 


OF COMMONS 
27th January, 1902. 


HOUSE 
Monday, 


The House met at Three of the clock. 


PETITIONS. 


MIDWIVES BILL. 
Petitions in favour; From Merton 
Ingleborough, Finchampstead, 
and London ; to lie upon the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Barnet, and 
High Barnet ; to lie upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORT 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE (BUTTER 
REGULATIONS). 

Copy presented, of Interim Report of 
the Departmental Committee appointed 
by the Board of Agriculture to inquire 
into and report upon the desirability of 
| Regulations for Butter, with Copy of the 
| Minute appointing the Committee [by 
| Command]; to lie upon the Table. 

POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 

STAFFORD). 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
County Council of Stafford altering 
‘certain Polling’ Districts in the Burton 
Parliamentary Division so far as concerns 
the County Borough of Burton-on-Trent. 


'S, ETC. 


[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, * 
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IRISH LAND COMMISSION (JUDICIAL | War, whether he accepts the responsibility 
RENTS). for the arrest and deportation from South 

Copy presented, of Return for the | Africa of Miss Hobhouse. 
month of May 1901 [by Command]; to 


Questions. 





lie upon the Table. | Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 
a Burghs): I beg also to ask the Secretary 
AGMY SEMEN ESTAB- of State for War, whether he has declined 


| to accept responsibility for the arrest and 


Copy presented, of the Militia Training | deportation of Miss Hobhouse; or 


Return, 1901 [by Command]; to lie) yhether he will now accept such responsi- 
upon the Table. 


| bility, and will accordingly offer no further 
ARMY (HORSE PURCHASE IN AUSTRIA.- | obstacle to the important legal and con- 
HUNGARY). | stitutional question raised by such arrest 
Copy presented, of Report of the Com- | and deportation being fairly tried on its 
mittee on Horse Purchase in Austria- | merits in the Courts of Law. 
Hungary, together with Minutes of} _ . . = 
Evidence and Appendices [by Command];, ‘THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
to lie upon the Table. | WAR (MR. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 
i eter . | While I take all responsibility in 
ARMY sian Sage ESTIMATE, this House for Lord Kitchener's action, I 
, apy | must, as regard legal proceedings, adhere 
Copy presented, of Supplementary /to my decision as conveyed to the legal 
Estimate of the further amount required | representatives of Miss Hobhouse. 
in the year ending 3lst March 1902, to 
meet additional expenditure due to the | Tweefontein Engagement. 
War in South Africa [by Command]; to| Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to ask 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | the Secretary of State for War, whether he 
[No. 30.] | will state when the War Office was apprised 
LOCOMOTIVES ON HIGHWAYS (ENG- | of the fact that two British guns were 
LAND) REGULATIONS. | captured at Tweefontein, and why the faet 
Copy presented, of Regulations (local | of the capture of those guns was not com- 
and temporary) amending the General | municated to the public: And, will he 
Regulations in the Light Locomotives | Say how many prisoners were captured 
on Highways Order, 1896 [by Act]; to! by the Boers when the camp at Twee- 
lie upon the Table. |fontein was taken by General De Wet, 
— , | and why the number of officers and men 
WINES IMPORTED. | then captured has not been communicated 
Return ordered, “ showing the quan-! to the public. 
tity of Wines at the various degrees | 
of strength which were imported into) Mr. BRODRICK: The information of 
England in 1901 from Spain, Portugal, | the capture of the guns was received at the 
Madiera, France, Germany, Holland,| War Office on the 26th December, and 
Italy, Australasia, and other Countries| was published in the papers of the 27th 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, | December. The number of the prisoners, 
No. 93, of Session 1901).”—(Mr. 7. # | viz., 6 officers and 240 men, was pub- 
Dewar.) | lished on 31st December. 
| 


| Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : Two 


NEW WRIT. | months after the occurrence 
For the Borough of Sheffield (Eccles- | ; a 


hall Division), in the room of Sir Ellis | Boshof and Kuruman. 

Ashmead-Bartlett, knight, deceased. | Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : I beg to ask 
he Secretary of State for the a 

Q « TREMmTn AY | whether he will state what provision, 
gai Aapatolahpalaa any, has been made for the fugitives from 
South African War—Arrest of Miss Boshof who arrived at Kimberley on the 
Hobhouse. evacuation of that town by the British 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.): | garrison late in November or early in 
i bég to ask the Secretary of State for December _ last. 


' 
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949 Questions. 


I beg also to ask the Secretary of State 
for War why has not the fact that Kuru- 
man was visited, on 3rd November, by 
the Boers under Van Zyl, who looted the 
town but refrained from burning it as 
there were a great number of women and 
children there, been communicated by 
the War Office to the public; at what 


date did supplies last reach Kuruman, | 
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tary of State for War, whether, on the 
27th September last, the Rev. Mr. Alheit, 
the Minister of the Dutch Reformed 
Church at Ceres, in the Cape Colony, was 
arrested there by the Military, taken to 
Malmesbury, and there thrown into goal ; 
whether he has ever been charged with 
any offence, and if so with what: 
whether he has ever been tried, and if so 















compensation will hereafter be given. 
* the hon. Member that I have no informa- | 


> into the cause of the detention. 


and at what date was news last received} by what court and with what result ; or 
at the War Office from that station ; also | whether he is still in goal ; and, whether, 
whether the garrison there occupied a| seeing that Malmesbury is a circuit town 
camp outside the village. | in the western circuit of the Cape Colony, 
'and that Mr. Justice Jones, the Judge 
Mr. BRODRICK: In reply to these} of Assize, sat there on the 27th Sep- 
Questions, I have already given the hon. | tember last for the trial of prisoners, will 
Member all the official information at my | he explain why Mr. Alheit was not brought 
disposal. before him to be tried for the offence 
'for which he was imprisoned. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: My first | 
Question was addressed to the Colonial | 


Secretary, and I ask him to answer it. >. SOURS: I have aes 


| mation respecting the alleged arrest and 

*Mr. SPEAKER: If the Question is | imprisonment of the Rev. Mr. Alheit. 
addressed to the wrong Minister it is | 
quite in order that the Minister responsible | 
should give the reply. 


Court-martial on Hofmeyr Louw. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 


; : . _ask the Secretary of State for War, 
ee ee whether he is aware that a young man, 


hon. Gentleman has not answered the | 
was sentenced 


. inamed Hofmeyr Louw. 
nate ; ) ; a 
last paragraph of my second Question /to death by a court martial and hanged 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have given all the on the 23rd November at Colesburg, his 
jnformation which is at my disposal. | execution being a public one, at which 
' , . | friends and neighbours of Louw were 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: And that is compelled to be present; will he state 
~tuaaae | the offence with which Louw was charged, 


; oe : 'and why no account of his trial or death 
een oe Coenen Se ge Sateny: ‘has been allowed to reach this country 


Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire. Leigh): I | 
beg to ask the Roomsaes of State i War | 5 dati i 
if he will state whether the illegal detention ' 
in Cape Colony, without cause assigned | 
by the military authorities, of perfectly | 


innocent persons who desire to con : . 
eon who des —— proceedings was sent home by mail, and 

this country for the purpose of earning *. ° . ; 

their living is sanctioned by His Majesty's | will be found in the Return which I 
a egy hep age Orders have 


ti ie : | propose shortly to publish. 
0 reborn Aen eter ee - been issued by Lord Kitchener that all 
pre em @DY executions are to be carried out as 


| privately as possible. 
Mr. BRODRICK: I have already told | 


Mr. .BRODRICK: This man _ was 
sentenced to death for murder, and was 
duly shot. The usual extract from the 


Soldiers’ Widows and Orphans. 


tion as to cases of such detention. If he| Mr. BELL (Derby): 1 beg to ask the 
will give me definite cases, | willinquire| Secretary of State for War, if he can 
| state how many widows and orphans 
there are of officers and men killed in 
Case of the Rev. Mr. Alheit. action or died of wounds or disease in 

Mr. HENRY J. WILSON (Yorkshire, | South Africa from the commencement of 

W.R., Holmfirth) : I beg to ask the Secre_ | the war to the 31st of December last. 
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proximately are as follows :-— 


Widows. Children. 
Officers - 162 245 
Men . 3,519 4,600 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, W.): And how 


many of these are inmates of Irish work- 


houses, or are supported at the expense 
of the rates ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Army Meat Contracts. 

Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight): May I | 
ask the Financial Secretary for War | 
whether there is any truth in the report | 
that the contract for the supply of meat | 
to the troops in South Africa has been | 


given toa firm which will give a prefer- | 
ence to Argentine meat over that supplied | 


by our various colonies ? 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To | 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord Sran ey, Lan- | 


cashire, Westhoughton): There is no truth 
in the report that there has been a pre- 
ference given to supplies of meat from 
Argentine over those of our colonies for 
the troops in South Africa. 


at a higher figure than that of another 
firm, the contract now goes to new hands. 


But the firm to whom the new contract | 


has been given has large interests of its 
own in Australia, and the firm’s represen- 


tative has given an undertaking in writing | 


that, so far as possible, all meat supplies, 
both live and dead, shall be secured from 
our various colonies. 


Number of British Troops in South Africa 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow: 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War, if he can state the number of 
troops from Great Britain, Ireland, fand 
the Colonies, respectively, who have been 
sent to take part inthe South African 
campaign since the outbreak of the war 
to the 3lst December, 1901. 


Lorp STANLEY: A Return is being | 


made out in continuation of the “ Return 
of the Military Forces in South Africa ”’ 
presented to the House on 20th May, 
1901, and will shortly be laid upon the 
Table. 


{COMMONS} 
Mr. BRODRICK: The numbers ap- 


The contract | 
for meat supply by the Cold Storage | 
Company will expire on 31st March, and | 
as their tender for the new contract was | 
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| Leinster Militia Regiment. 

|_ Mr. DELANY (Queen’s Co., Ossory)’ 
|I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
| War, whether he is aware that 40 mep 
| of the 4th Leinster Regiment (Militia), 
|at present attached to D Company, lg 
| South Lancashire Regiment, Natal Field 
Force, South Africa, and who completed 
'their term of service on the 17th April 
| last, are detained on service beyond their 
| proper period, notwithstanding that they 
| have applied to be sent home ;: and will 
| he explain why they are so detained, and 
whether these men were originally sent 
to South Africa against their will. 


Lorp STANLEY: I have no infor. 
mation to this effect. As the House hag 
been told on previous occasions, the 
greatest care was taken to prevent any 
pressure being brought to bear on 
| Militiamen to volunteer for service in 


South Africa. 


Imprisoned Soldiers. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War, if 
'he will state what number of soldiers 
who have servedin the South Afriican 
War, were, on the Ist January, 1902, 
imprisoned in this country; what the 
numbers were respectively in civil and 
military prisons; whether there has 
been any general revision of the sen- 
tences passed in South Africa under 
| which the prisoners were confined ; and 
‘what number of prisoners have been 
dismissed the service or sent back to 
‘their regiments. 








| Lorp STANLEY: The numbers in 
| custody on the Ist January, 1902, were} 


|—in civil prisons, 407 and in military j 
7 sonal ex 


prisons, 100. The eentences of all 
‘military prisoners sent home from South 
Africa have been revised, 
remission has been granted as the 

_ military authorities consid :red sufficient. 

| 420 prisoners have been discharged from j 

‘the Army, and 1,135 have been sent 

| back to units 


Cape Colony Revenue, 

*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary of j 
'State for the Colonies, if he will say 
| whether the revenue of Cape Colony has 
| increased since the war commenced ; and 
if so, will he give the amount of such 


| 


and such § 
) a Quest: 
| London 
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increase ; And will he say by what | take steps to challenge directly the action 


means the Cape Colony is paying about | 


£200,000 per month for the war. 

THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I am not able to give 


the actual amount up to the present | 
date, but [ may state that the revenue | 


for the year ended 30th June, 1899, was 
£6.317,000; for the year ended 30th 


June, 1900, £6,326,000; for the nine | 


months ended 31st March, 1901, 
$5,719,000, a net increase of £1,266,000 
as compared with the same nine months 
of the previous year. I have to refer the 
Hon. Member to the statements made in 


the speech of the Cape Prime Minister | 


published on page 168 of the last South 
African Blue Book Cd. 903. 


*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: Will the 
tight hon. Gentleman kindly give me 
the grounds for this increase ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No, Sir. If 
the hon. Gentleman wants further 
information he must put down a Ques- 
tion. 


*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: Will the | 
' accommodation for Goxernment require- 


Colonial Secretary give me —— 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I was only 


going to ask would the right. hon. Gen- | 


tlman give mea copy of his reply to 
my ‘)uestion. 


Case of Sir Redvers Buller. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): Perhaps the House will allow 
me for a moment to make a brief per- | 
sonal explanation. The hon. Member for 
North Hampshire adopted, I think a some- 
what unusual course on Friday in putting 
a Question to a private Member. | left 


| London on Thursday, a fact perfectly well 


known to the Whips, and only received 
his letter advising me of his intention on 
Saturday morning, when it was too late | 
to take action. I hope, therefore, the | 
House will acquit me of any discourtesy. 
With regard to the Amendment standing 
in my name, many hon. Members who > 
feel strongly the injustice done to General | 


of the Secretary of State for War at the 
earliest opportunity. The House may 
| rest assured that the subject will not be 
allowed to drop. 


Demurrage for Transport at South 
African Ports. 


Stk HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
| Central): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty if he is aware that the 
demurrages charged on the detention of 
Government Transports at South African 
Ports has proved a burden on the Mili- 
tary chest of the Commander-in-Chief : 
‘and whether, to obviate it in future, it 
would be possible for him to arrange 
with the War Office for a different 
method of providing the necessary 
| Transport Service, with the object of 
|attaining greater regularity of arrivals 
}at Table Bay, Algoa Bay, East London, 
|and Durban, in such sequence as to 
| remedy the recurring accumulations of 
steamers, with the consequent demurrage 
‘claims; and if, having regard to the 
| maintenance of a force in South Africa 
in the future, the Admiralty will send 
to South African ports sufficient tugs 
and lighters, and provide adequate storage 


ments, and so release from the Martial 


| Law requisition the Harbour Board plant 
‘and warehouses for the ordinary service 
} . . . 

of the commercial and shipping com- 


munity. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNoLD-ForstER, Belfast, 
W.): Full cargo boats laden with sup- 
plies and oats from this country are 
despatched at fixed dates laid down by 
the War Office, and being full-powered 
steamers, for the most part having the 
same speed, they arrive at the Cape with 
great regularity. The amount of de- 
murrage incurred in respect of these 
steamers has been small, and is due to 


‘the military exigencies on shore not 
‘allowing the steamers to be cleared im- 


mediately on arrival. The serious loss 
on demurrage to which the hon. and 


‘gallant Member refers is principally in 
‘connect on with the shipment of forage 


by army contractors abroad. The vessels 


are frequently detained owing to the lack 








































Buller consider that a less directly party | of adequate storage accommodation on 
occasion should be chosen than by raising | shore, the vessels, for the time being, 
the question on the Address, and will | being treated as floating depots or store 
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houses. In view of the military exigencies 
of the situation, it has not been found 
possible in all cases to avoid this delay. 
No representation has been received by 
the Transport Department of the Ad- 
miralty to the effect that Government 
tugs and lighters are required for 
landing cargo; but, if such represen- 
tations be received, enquiry will be made 
as to whether such craft are considered 
necessary. It seems probable, however, 
that the difficulty to which the hon. and 
gallant Member refers arises not so much | 
from the absence of landing facilities as | 
from the want of sufficient means on| corps, and I am accordingly asking some 
shore for clearing the wharves and housing | commanding officers representing different 
the stores. To erect large warehouses for | classes of corps to serve on a committee 
stores at the present time will probably | which will be presided over by Lond 
involve more cost than is occasioned by | Raglan, to examine any representations 
the present payment for demurrage. | they may receive as to the difticulty of 
| carrying out the new Volunteer Regul- 
Sr HOWARD VINCENT: Has the | tions in different localities, and to make 
hon. Gentleman received from the Har-| recommendations. The following Volu- 
bour Board any representations as to the | teer Officers have consented to serve on 
necessity of having Government tugs | the Committee :— 
and lighters at Table Bay ? Col. Ernest Villiers, ist Surrey V.R.C. 
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regard to the composition of the crew in 
ships of this class. 


New Volunteer Regulations, 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War whether 


to the representations made as to the effect 
of the new Volunteer Regulations on 
various corps. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Representations have 
been made to me that the new Volunteer 
Regulations will act unequally in various 





} 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes ; and | 
they have received the most careful con- | 
sideration. 


Regiment. 
Col. Haworth, 
Fusiliers. 

, Col. Sir R. Moncrieffe, 4th V.B., Black 

Manning of Chartered Steamers. ; . ° : 
-. hp gai ; Watch. . 
Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) : I beg to ask | Col. Allen, 4th West Riding Yorks 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether | Regiment. 
his attention has been called to the fact | And 
that the British steamship “‘Monomoy,”| Lord Stanley, 
now at the Port of Barry, is engaged by! The Adjutant General, and 
His Majesty’s Government for the pur-; General Turner, will also serve, with 
pose of conveying mules from New; Major Fremantle, 1st Berks, as Hon 
Orleans to a South African port; | Sec. 
whether he is aware that this steamer; _, ' 
oan -TAIN NORTON (Newi W): 
engaged her crew at Bremen in Germany, | I CAPTAIN oo T ye in 
- % | "AS y 2 av ge . :) 
and that the crew is composed of | | gy ete eerie “* “te ae is 
j . | 7] ] 8 state 3 ‘ 
foreigners; and will he say what steps | 707. “envemans  statemen 
. arg ee | scheme, as far as the Volunteers are con-| 
he intends to take to insist upon a| : wig 
1s . . . , cerned, has completely broken down ! 
British crew being carried on this vessel | 
while she is engaged in Government | 
service. 


3rd V.B., Lancashire 


Mr. BRODRICK: No; the hon. Men | 
| ber would be entirely in error in assuming § 
; > = : 
: | anything of the kind. 
“ ENCED RORSTER : The steam-| +p, ROBERT SPENCER (Northamp 
not at any tae teen engaged by the ;tonshire, Mid.): Will there be say 


= a ' 
Admiralty, or by any other Government | modification in the scheme ? 
Mr. BRODRICK: The vbject df 


Department. . teamers belonging to the | 
same Company have, however, been! appointing the Committee is that they 
employed by contractors who have con- | should consider whether in any particular 


tracts at “cost insurance and freight” | point, in any particular locality, aay 


xates for the delivery of forage. It is 


modification is needed. Any represent 
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037 Questions. 
in they may make will be carefully 
onsidered. 


(ficers’ Accommodion at Frimley and 
Salisbury. 

COLONEL LOCK WOOD (Essex, 
Iping): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
gate for War, whether his attention has 
en called to the fact that the lodging 
ycommodation at the present time found 
sr commanding officers at Frimley Jand 
wlisbury consists of a hut of four rooms ; 
ud that no lodging allowance is made 
y the Government to officers who are 
quartered at these places; and seeing 


hat at all other permanent barracks | 


yeoommodation is found for the com- 
nanding officers, whether he will take 


fliculty off, 


r Regula- 
| to make 
ig Volun- 
serve on 


ng Yorks 


e, with 
as Hon. 


gton,W): 
the right 


that his} 


; are con- 
ywn | 


Lorp STANLEY: These officers are 
povided with five personal rooms in 
wdition to the usual 
grvants’ room, and which is_ the 
xeommodation to which they are entitled 
y regulation. Funds, however, have 
jen provided to carry out certain 
improvements in their quarters. 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD: That is con- 
tary to the information | have received. 
Iwill communicate with the noble Lord. 


Officers’ Uniform Allowances. 


Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War, whether, 
ving the expense entailed upon Officers 


wing to the change of uniform, as laid | 
bwn in Special Army Order d/17.1.02, | 
advisability of | 


i¢ will consider the 


yanting a small sum to quartermasters, | 
nding masters, and other officers who | 
have risen from the ranks, to enable | 
Phem to meet this expense, which presses 


‘everely upon Officers of this class who 


1on. Mem: 


have no private means. 


Lorn STANLEY: The regulations 


Aontained in the first paragraph of the 


be any 


»bject of 
shat they 
particular 
lity, any 
2 presenter 


Special Army Order of the 17th instant, 
Then taken in connection with those in 
Army Order No. 10 for January 1902 


lealing with the gradual introduction of. 


the new Service dress, are intended to 
‘eure officers from expenditure other 


{27 January 1902} 


kitchens and | 
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| however,'any cases of special hardship. 
arise, they will be considered on their 
merits. 


Captain NORTON: Am I to under- 
stand that these quarter-masters and 
riding-masters will receive some small 
special allowance to help them to carry 
out the necessary change ? 
| Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir, I only said 
| that if any special case of hardship arose 
| it would be considered on its merits. 


| 
| 





Victualling the Navy. 


Mr. HARMSWORTH (Caithness): I 
| beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty, 
|whether the recommendations of the 
| Rations Committee will be carried out 
by the Admiralty ; and, if so, whether he 
|is in a position to announce the date on 
|which the changes in question will be 
| brought into force. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It is pro- 
| posed to carry out the recommendation 
| of the Rations Committee, and to improve 
'the scheme of victualling the Fleet as 
therein suggested. Money will be taken 
| during the coming Financial Year for the 
| purpose of procuring the additional stores 
|for the Fleet and Reserves which will 
| be required, and arrangements will be 
| made for distributing them to all depots 
| throughout the world. It is hoped that 
| the work may be completed, and the new 
|arrangement brought into force, simul- 
| taneously for the whole Navy in the 
| following year. 


Dartmouth Naval College. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
| I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty, 
| whether he is able to state the number 
| of Naval cadets for which the new college 
at Dartmouth will provide accommoda- 
tion; whether, according to the present 
numbers entered, and the length of the 
|course, accommodation is required for 
| 260 cadets in all; and, whether, in de- 
| termining the number to be provided for, 
| any account will be taken of the additional 
/accommodation that will be needed in 
| case the length of the course is increased» 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: There will 
| be accommodation in the new college at 
| Dartmouth for 264 cadets. There is no 


| 
| 


than that attendant on the usual replace-| present intention on the part of the 
nents of; worn-out uniform. Should, | Admiralty to extend the length of the 
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course; and, it is, therefore, not antici- 
pated that accommodation will be required 
for any number of cadets in excess of that 
named. 


(Questions. 


Submarine Boats. 
@ Mr. HARMSWORTH : I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty, if he can 
state why the submarine boats were all 
ordered of the same type, and from the 
same firm. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER}!: When th® 
decision to construct submarine boats wa 
arrived at, only one type of boat wa 
available for purchase. The right to) 
build boats of that type was in the hands | 
of one firm, and it was therefore necessary 
to entrust the work to that firm. 


Indian Troops on Foreign Service. 
Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India, whether he will state what troops 


in places outside the frontier of India, and 
where. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lorp G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): Since I answered a 
question addressed to me by the hon. 
Member on the Ist of August of last year? 
the number of Native troops serving in 
China has been reduced to about 5,000 
men, and the British troops have been 
withdrawn from that country. The 
Native troops have returned to India 
from Jubaland, but about 100 are now 
in Somaliland. Otherwise the figures 
given by me on the the 18th February, 
1901, remain substantially unaltered, 
except that, owing to an interchange now 
going on between India and South Africa, 


the seas between the two countries. 


Cawnpore Memorial Well. 

Mr. CAINE 
of State for India, if he is aware that all 
Natives of India are refused admission to 
the Memorial Well at Cawnpore, as well | 
as to the gardens surrounding it, and will | 
he give instructions for their free admis- | 
sion in future. | 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I have no in- 
formation on the subject of the hon. 


+See | (4) (4) Debates, xeviii., 850. 


a certain number of British troops are on | 
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e | 


| mitted and may be 
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Member’s question. I do not, however, 
think it advisable to give any instructiong 
in the matter to the Government of India 


Treatment of Accused Persons at Police 
Stations. 

Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, whether 
his attention has been called to the state- 
ment, during a trial at the Old Builey 
before the Recorder, that persons arrested 
|on a charge and conveyed to the police 


s | | station are there stripped naked in the 


| presence of constables and examined from 
head to foot for marks and peculiarities, 
though the same persons are not com. 
falsely accused and 
discharged within a few days subse- 


| quently ; and whether he will inquire 


into the practice and ascertain who is 
responsible for the order directing it, 


/and when it was first adopted, 


belonging to the Indian Army, European | 
and Native respectively, are now stationed | 
| Croydon) : 


similar | 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror THe 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Rircu, 
There is no general practice 
such as is indicated in this question, nor 
are persons stripped naked in police 
stations and examined in the manner 
suggested. In some however, in 


cases, 


| which it is desired to ascertain the names 


| 


| possible to regularise the practice 4 
/not that at the Old Bailey differ from 
: I beg to ask the Secretary | that pursued in the provinces ? 


shire, Forest of Dean): 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, seeing that at the recent 
Arbitration on Special Rules for the 


'it is possible to regularise it. 
| must be complied with. 


and antecedents of persons charged 
with felony or other serious crime, 


prisoners are required to show their arms, 
legs, and chests in case they have any scars 
or marks such as tattoo marks, by means 
of which offenders may frequently be 
identified, and this was done in the case 
referred to. In that case the prisoner 
who was charged with a serious crime and 
claimed to have hitherto borne a good 
| character was shown to have been pre- 
| viously convicted on a similar charge. 
Mr. CORRIE GRANT: Is 


it not 


Does 


*Mr. RITCHIE; I do not know how 


The law 


China and Earthenware Trade Rules. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucesters 
I beg to ask 
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China and Earthenware Trade, Lord|in each grade and the number working 
James of Hereford recommended the | each number of hours above ten each 


Home Office to draft an additional rule 
giving special privileges in the way 


day, and the number resuming duty each 
hour below nine hours interval between 


of relaxation of rules to firms making | shifts, and whether he will now call for 


use of lead glaze conforming to a low 


standard of solubility to be specified ; | 


whether any such additional rule was 
in fact proposed by the Home Office 
at the adjourned arbitration; and, if 
not, will he state what he proposes to 
take in order to carry out the recom- 


endation of Lord James of Hereford | : : mu 
_" " ‘ ulations Act, 1893, with all the expedition 


| possible. 


tu the Home Office. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: At the stage which 
the arbitration had then reached no such 
exemption could be put into the Code 
of Rules except by agreement. 
munications passed between the Home 
Office and the manufacturers, but an 
agreement on the basis suggested by 
Lord James could not be arrived at. I 
am still in communicat.on with the 


| 
| 


such Returns. 


*THE PRESIDENT or tut BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. GrraLtp Ba.rour, Leeds 
Central.): The Board of Trade have re- 
ceived the representations referred to by 
the hon. Member, and are dealing with 
them in accordance with the Railway Reg- 


The representations cannot be 


said to affect the Railway Companies 


Com- | 


manufacturers, and I am not without | 


hope that it may be possible, with the | 


assistance of Lord James, to settle a 


rule offering inducements to manufac- | 


turers to use glazes of a low solubility. 


Excessive Working Hours on Railways 

Mr. BELL: I beg toask the President 
of the Board of ‘Trade, whether he is 
aware that during the ten weeks ending 
the 2ist January no less than 41 separ- 
ate and distinct representations were 
made by the hon. member for Derby 
alone to the Board of Trade, under the 
Railway Regulation Act, 1893, in con- 
nection with excessive hours worked by 
railway servants; that three of these 
representations specifically 
125 cases of single shifts of duty ranging 


| English companies. 


generally or whole classes of servants. 
They concern in all eleven companies, 
but fifteen of the complaints relate to one 
(Scotch) company, five to another com- 
pany (also Scotch) and six to one of the 
Upon the informa- 
tion before me, it would not be reasonable 
to call for the general Return suggested 
by the hon. Member. 


Vaccination—-Sources of Lymph Supply. 
*Mr. CORRIE GRANT : I beg to ask 


the Secretary to the Local Government 


| Board whether he can state the original 


sources of the vaccine lymph supplied by 
the Government; is any derived from 
the inoculation of smallpox on animals; 


_whether a pure culture of the organism 


the 


of vaccinia could be supplied in place of 
lymph; whether the strength of the 
virus can be standardised so as to measure 
dose administered; whether the 
Government guarantee the purity and 


|innocuity of the lymph they supply ; and 


mentioned | 


from 14 hours to 30 hours and 45 minutes | 
worked by engine drivers, firemen, or | 


sentations were general complaints with 


] goods guards ; and that 30 of the repre- | 


regard to the hours worked at various | 


depdts, supported in each case by specific | 


examples of single turns of duty ranging | 


14 hours to 30 


hours and 40} 


' minutes; and, whether, having regard | 






| to these representations, he will now call | 


upon the railway companies to furnish | 
| Returns of the hours worked by men em- | 


ployed in the above-mentioned grades for 
the months of October and November last, 


| 


whether the Government will take steps 
to secure the control and supervision of 
all lymph used in this country. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Water 
Lone, Bristol, 8.): The lymph supplied 
by the Government is derived from calves 
which have been vaccinated with lymph 
from other calves, and is not obtained by 
inoculating animals with smallpox. The 
reply to the third and fourth questions is 
in the negative. The Government give 
no guarantee, but they use every effort to 
secure that their lymph shall be free from 
undesirable organisms. As at present 
advised, | do not propose toask for power 
to control the lymph supplied from other 


showing the number of men employed | sources. 
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Smallpox in the Royal Albert Dock. | valent, medically inspected on arrival at 

Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE (Essex, | Gravesend. 
Saffron Walden) : I beg to ask the Presi- | General Commissioners of Income Ta: 
dent of the Local Government Board, Clerks’ Pay. sali 
whether he is aware that several cases of | *Mr. CORRIE GRANT: I beg to ask 
erg’ “gies Ks to Bo agar | the Secretary to the Treasury, if he will 
ve : dik tl Hed > tiskene Sp ete pers | State upon what basis the remuneration 
Seanics lant; ol <a ony et |of the clerks to the General Commis. 

ak > ae Sanitary | .: agp eng Set og 

Authority thoroughly inspected the S.S Kessel panel Sa te Rend and the 
Shaaiian oid ; ‘| amount of such remuneration paid for 
Anglian,” and why the existence of small-| tp. fnancial year 1900-1901, and 
a on “6% was not discovered at once | whether the functions and duties of 
and notified, seeing that the dockers were | these clerks, either in law or practice 
engaged for two or three days dealing | are the same as they were when the 
a 9g SS oe disease = basis of remuneration was first estab- 
a ag am ‘le > - i — “ ne to| lished; and, as regards the Metropolis, 
preven) similar Ouvmreaks, Steps ave | whether, upon the passing of the Metro- 
been taken to insure that vessels arriving | |). ac wis 

i iin iat iat ites oheedee t olis Valuation Act, 1869, or since, any 
with disease on board shal be placed 1n | reconsideration of the remuneration of 
quarantine until a clean bill of health has | those clerks acting within the Metro- 


rth > y >, N : | 

a for by the Port Sanitary ' politan area (as defined by that Act) has 
‘ v ” . ‘taken place, in view of the valuation 

Mr. WALTER LONG : [am aware of | work for Income Tax under Schedule A 
the facts referred to in the first paragraph | being transferred by that Act to the: 
of the Question. [am informed that on | several local authorities. 
the arrival of the vessel at Gravesend the! 
Captain reported “all well” and no “sick-' _THEFINANCIAL SECRETARY totug 
ness during the voyage.” As the ship TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
did not come from an infected port, the , Worcestershire, E.) : The remuneration of 
persons on board were not medically clerks to Commissioners of Taxes is fixed 
examined and the vessel proceeded to! by Section 2 of the Taxes (Regulation of 
dock, where the cattlemen, after the Remuneration) Act, 1892, at a sum not 
cattle had been discharged, cleared from less than the amount paid to the clerk 
the ship. On the following day one of for the year 1890-91, by way of pound- 
the cattlemen feeling ill presented himself | age on the basis laid down in the First 
at the Branch Seamen’s Hospital where | Schedule to the Taxes Management Act, 
he was seen to be suffering from small-; 1880, in addition to the necessary 

x, and he was conveyed to Hospital. | expenses of his office. The total amount 
The Port Medical Officer traced nearly all| of remuneration (including expenses) 
the persons who had left the ship, and in | paid to clerks to Commissioners in 1900-1, 
all five cases of smallpox have been | was upwards of £93,000. The duties of 
dealt with. Vaccination was performed | clerks to Commissioners are practically 
in the case of all persons on board willing | the same now as they were when the 
to be vaccinated. The vessel has been present basis of remuneration was fixed 
disinfected and the names and addresses in 1892. The answer to the last part of 
of the persons on board have been noti- | the Question, in regard to the Metropolis, 
fied to the Medical Officers of Health of | is that the remuneration now paid was 
the Districts concerned. The system of | fixed by the Act of 1892, that is 23 years 
quarantine is not in force inthis country. | after the passing of the Metropolis Valu- 
The method adopted consists of medical | ation Act of 1869. 
inspection of ships coming from infected | ar 
places, or having illness on board, isolation Compulsory Overtime in the Post Office. 
of infected persons, and keeping under! Mr. HAY (Shoreditch, Hoxton): I 
observation those brought into contact | beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
with them. The Medical Offieer of the |as representing the Postmaster General, 
Port of London has taken steps to have | whether he is aware that the exigencies 
all vessels from Boston and New York,|of the public service necessitate tele- 
where it is stated that smallpox is wad graphists at the Central Office, London, 
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being compelled to remain after their! portion of the alterations recommended 
normal hours of duty, frequently after a | by that Committee has been carried out 
10 hours day, and that the notice of during the Recess: and, whether he can 
compulsory stoppage is issued in most inform the House as to the result of the 
cases but a few minutes before the! communication he stated, on 8th July 
expiration of the duty ; and, whether, in last, he was then engaged in with the 
view of the fact that such a practice Treasury on the subject. 
involves loss of trains and inconvenience, Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
the Postmaster General will permit the WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovuctas, Kent, 
men affected in this manner the power gy. Augustine's): I was unable to obtain 
to despatch a service message to their Treasury sanction for the g eater portion 
homes. of the expenditure involv din the recom- 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The mendations of the Select Committee, 
Postmaster General is aware that the owing primarily to fhe great pressure on 
exigencies of the Service sometimes the national finances at the present time, 
necessitate the detention at the Central and also because the matter was not very 
Telegraph Office of telegraphists who fully discussed last session, and several 
have finished their ordinary duty, and hon. Members made representations 
that not infrequently the notice given against some of the proposals. I obtained 
therein is necessarily very short. But, | authority, however, to proceed with 
whilst the Postmaster General regrets certain matters which more specially 
the inconvenience which must he fears concerned the health of those in the 
be suffered, it would be contrary to the building, and upon which all were agreed : 
rule which obtains in all Departments of and much of this work has already been 
the Government Service to permit done and moreis in progress. A sum of 
telegrams to be sent in such circum- £5,000 will be asked for in the Estimates 
stances at the public expense. for the ensuing financial year to meet 


Evening Schools and the New the cost. 
Regulations. Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.): 

Mr. GEORGE KENYON (Denbigh): Arising out of that answer, may I| ask 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the | the right hon. Gentleman if it is in his 
Committee of Council on Education, | recollection that the Members’ smoking 
whether he can state the effect of the, room, as at present constituted, was 
Act of last session, and of the new declared by an expert last year to be 
Regulations of the Board of Education | insanitary ? 
upon the number of Evening Schools and’ Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: Yes. A great 
Schools of Science during the current deal of work has been done in connection 
session. with this. A large fan has been put in 

Tue VIGE-PRESIDENT or Tue to take away the foul atmosphere from 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- the kitchen underneath, and I think it 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge | will be in use in a iew days. 
University): No, it is impossible to do| Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I was 
this with accuracy till the end of the particularly referring to the statement 
session. So far, the number of Evening of the expert that the room was insani- 
Schools seems to be greater than last tary for more than forty Members, and 
year when there was a decrease, or the | yet double that number use it. 


i Mee Phe pag ser this|" *Mpr. SPEAKER: Tho hon. Member 
Increase Ccannov ye ; e serin . must not argue. 


Parliament Buildings— | r . sd 
Dining Accommodation for Members. ol we 7 iy ann D: It isa 
Mr. HORNER (Lambeth, N.): I beg cox : 
to ask the First Commissioner of Works, | The Ladies’ Gallery. : 
whether he will explain why, in view of | Mr. HORN ER: I beg to ask the First 
the inadequacy of dining accommoda- | Commissioner of Works, if he can say for 
tion provided in the House for Members, | what — the grille in front of the 
as shown by the Report of the Select | Ladies Gallery was originally p'aced 
Comm ttee of last session, only a small | there ; and if, eeing that there is no 
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such grille in the other House of Parlia- 
ment, he wil recommend the immediate 
removal of the grille from this House. 


Questions. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: The grill 
appears from the original plans of this 
Chamber always to have existed. I have 
little doubt that it was intended to mark 
the long p evious practice of this House, 
that ladies should not be admitted tothe 
Chamber during debates. The question 
was enquired into a few years since, and 
it was decided to make nochange. Until 
the House definitely signifies its pleasure 
to have the sereen removed, I cannot 
undertake to displace it. 


Mr. HORNER: Can my right hon. 
friend say if its very advanced position is 
not entirely out of harmony with th: 
eneral architecture of the House ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Labourers’ Cottages at Lisburn. 
Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.): I 


beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether any 
contracts have been entered into for the 
erection of the cottages sanctioned by the 
Local Government Board in the electoral 
districts of Crumlin, Cargin, and Mag- 
heramesk, on the representations made 
by the Lisburn Rural District Council in 
April and June, 1900, 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): An Im- 
provement Scheme has not vet been 
submitted to the Board by the Antrim 
District Council in respect of the cottages 
recommended by the Inspector for the 


divisions of Crumlin and Cargin. The 
Board will communicate with the 
Council respecting the delay. Tenders 


have been invited for the erection of two 
cottages in the division of Magheramesk. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
Can the right hon. Gentleman say how 
many cottages are embraced in this 
scheme ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Inspector re- 
commended three at Crumlin and seven 
at Cargin. 
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Mr. J. P. FARRELL: And is that a!] 
for the Lisburn Rural District ? Are any 
others contemplated ? 
Mr. WYNDHAM: Perhaps the hon. 
Member wil! give notice of any further 
(uestion. 


Questions. 


Irish Teachers’ Pensions—Case of Mr. 
W. J. Watters. 


Mr. MACARTNEY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the application of 
Mr. William John Watters, ex-National 
schoolmaster, for a pension, has yet been 
dealt with. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: this 
ex-schoo! teacher is about to be referred 
the Commissioners to the Treasury 


The case of 
by 
for decision. 

Barrow Drainage. 

Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Iveland whether he is aware that during 
the recent floods in the River Barrow 
and its tributaries in the neighbourhood 
of Mountmellick ten persons were 
rescued, five of whom were in danger of 
being drowned; and whether the Govern- 
ment will institute inquires as to how the 
danger to life resulting from periodical 
floods in this district may be averted. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: reply to 
first inquiry is in the affirmative. 
subject matter of the second inquiry 
already been dealt. with in answer to 
hon. Member's previous Question 
Monday last.7 


the 
The 
has 
the 

of 


mM 
tne 


Dublin National Library. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): | 
ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether 
attention has been called to the number 
of the existing staff of officers and 
assistants at the National Library, Dublin ; 
and, having regard to the necessary work 
of the Library, whether the recom- 
mendations of thetrustees on this subject, 
repeatedly made and now again published 
in their latest Report, will be carried out. 


beg to 
Lord 


his 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The question of 
the sufficiency of the Staff at the 
National Library is now engaging the 
attention of the Department. 





+See page 316. 
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969 Questions. 


Fair Rents in County Limerick. 


{27 January 1902} 


970 
Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, S.): Is 


Questions. 


Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg the right hon. Gentleman aware that in 


to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he. is 
aware that the Sub-Land Commissioners 
have not for an unusually longterm come 


to Kilmallock, county Limerick, to fix | 


fair rents in the cases that may come 
before them; is he aware that some of 
the cases have been listed for hearing 
since 1899; and will he take steps to 
remedy the present state of affairs. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 
mence at Kilmallockonthe 4th February. 
The Sub-Commission will hear a large 
number of cases from this district. 


Irish Land Agents and Land Purchase. 

Mr. M’GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, is he aware that a 
number of land agents in Ireland have 


formed a society or association for the | 


purpose of preventing the Land Purchase 
clauses of the various 


of their vested interests, and that an 


estate has been sold in the county Cavan | 


by a landlord to a syndicate of land 


agents, some of whom are members of | 


this association, for £23,000, although tho 
tenants offered him £30,000forit. And, 


will a clause be inserted in the Bill re- | 
ferred to in the King’s Speech for facilita- | 


ting the sale of land in Ireland, giving 
the tenants in occupation the right of 
pre-emption when a 
sell his estate, such as the landlord at 


present enjoys under the Land Act of | 
wishes to sell his | 


1881, when a tenant 
interest in his farm. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no official 
information on the matter referred to in 
paragraph 1. In reply to paragragh 2, I 
must defer a description of the Bill's con- 
tents until I move for leave to introduce | 
It. 


Mr. MGOVERN: Did the right hon. 
Gentleman make any inquiry into the | 
question at all? | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I made no official | 
inquiry into the matter. It is a matter | 
cencerning private individuals, and what | 
I saw in the Press was of a very doubtful | 
character. 


ithe Land 


A sitting of the) 
Sub-Commission has been fixed to com- | 


Lands Acts be- | 


coming operative, and for the protection | evel 


landlord wishes to | 


| Lerd 


Judges Court debate last 


session— 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Irish Ordnance Survey. 
Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, 


| whether he is aware that inconvenience 


and expense are caused to county and 
district councils and their officers in 
Ireland owing to the Ordnance Depart- 
ment publishing ordnance maps to the 


scale of one inch to the mile without 


showing on the same the boundaries of 
the rural and urban districts, although 
before the passing of the Local Govern- 
(Ireland) Act, 1898, these maps were 
always marked with the grand jury 
fiscal areas, viz., the baronies: and 
whether, seeing that these have been 
now omitted, he will approach the 
Ordnance Department at an early date 
with the view of securing that the 
district and urban boundaries 
shall be marked on all new ordnance 
maps with as little delay as possible. 

WYNDHAM: This 


Mr. (Juestion 


4 


| seems to be put under a misapprehen- 


sion. lam imfoermed that the boundaries 
of Counties, Rural and Urban Districts, 
and County Boroughs are distinctly 
marked on the new series of Ordnance 
Maps now being published, on the scale 
of one inch to a mile. 


Trish Railway Rates. 

Mr. KENNEDY (Westmeath, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether, 
in view of the application of the Great 
Southern and Western Railway Company 
of Ireland to the Railway and Canal 
Commissioners for their consent to 
increased rates, under section 29 of 
the Great Southern and Western and 
Waterford, Limerick, and Western 
tailway Companies Act, 1900, the 


| Department of Agriculture and Techni- 


cal Instruction for Ireland will exercise 
its powers under section 17 of the 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction 
(Ireland) Act, 1899, and appear before 
the said Commissioners on the hearing 
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of that application to protect the interests 
of any persons aggrieved by same. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to this 
Question is in the affirmative. The De- 


partment hasalready taken the necessary | 


preliminary steps in this matter. 


Police Protection at Blacklion, Cavan. 

Mr. M’GOVERN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Irelend, whether, seeing that no disturb- 
ance has taken place or any outrage been 
committed in the Blacklion district, 
county Cavan, he can state who are the 
parties who require the protection of the 
extra police force that has been brought 
into the district. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I must decline, for 
obvious reasons, to mention names. The 
extra police were sent to the district to 
cope with a system of organised intimida- 
tion and boycotting that has sprung up 
there. There has been an improvement, 
I am glad to say, in the condition of 
affairs at Blacklion consequent on the 
police measures adopted, but until the 
necessity for these measures has passed 
away the extra force will be retained in 
the district. 


Mr. M‘GOVERN : Was there anything | 


at all in the nature of boycotting or 
intimidation in that district ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the Question. 


Royal College of Science, Dublin—Agri- 
cultural Zoology. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he 
can state, in connection with the vacant 
appointment in the Royal College of 
Scien«e, Dublin, what is the difference be- 
tween Agricultural Zoology and Zoology ; 
and whether the vacant chair has been 
advertised in the Press. ' 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Agricultural 


Zoology means Zoology treated specially | 


with reference to its application to Agri- 
culture. The vacant chair has not been 
advertised in the Press. 


Mr. FIELD: Will the right hon. | 
Gentleman kindly answer as to the | 
advertisement ? 


{COMMONS} 
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| Mr. WYNDHAM: I said the vacancy 
_ had not been advertised. 
Mr. FIELD: Why not? Will it be? 
Mr. WYNDHAM: I understand the 
Department are considering whether or 
not they shall advertise it. 


Irish National School Building. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, whether 
the promised inquiry by the Board of 
Works into the proposed increase in the 
| Estimates for Plan VLA for building of 

national schools in Ireland has yet been 
completed ; and, if so, has it received the 
sanction of the Commissioners of National 
Education and the Treasury as promised 
on 27th June last in reply to a similar 
question ; and, if not, what is the cause 
of the delay. +), ¢. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
answer to the first paragraph is, yes. 
The revised scale has not yet been sub- 
mitted to the Commissioners of Education, 
who have, however, put forward other 
proposals for the alteration of rule 73. 
These are under consideration by the 
various Departments concerned and the 
whole subject must be treated together. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: May I point 


‘out that this answer is almost on all 


fours with one given twelve months ago. 
Will the hon. Gentleman undertake to 
press on the Department the necessity of 
dealing finally with this matter ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
think the hon. Gentlemen is under a 
misapprehension. If he will refer to the 
previous answer he will see that quite 
different circumstances have arisen. A 
proposal has been brought forward for 
further alterations in the rules, and these 
we have had to consider carefully. 


Mr. J.P. FARRELL: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman give me a copy of these 
proposals % 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: No, 
Sir, I do not think I can promise to lay 
lay them at the present time. 

Promotions in the Dublin Sorting Office. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 

Green): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
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973 Questions. 


Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he is aware that the 
sorting clerks and telegraphists attached 
to the Dublin Sorting Office held, on 
14th September last, a public meeting to 
protest against the importation of officials 
to fill the higher positions in that office ; 
and that the Controller of the Dublin 
Sorting Office stated that he had not 
one man on his staff capable of filling the 
higher positions; will he undertake that 
an inquiry into the entire matter be 
granted; and will he say whether it 
would be possible to find positions equally 
as lucrative for these imported officials in 
their own districts; and, if so, would 
their removal from Dublin be considered. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Postmaster General is aware that such a 
meeting was held. Since December, 1900, 
five officers have been selected from 
outside the Dublin Office to fill two 
Superintendentships, one Assistant Super- 
intendentship and two Clerkships. These 
appointments were so filled because the 
officers selected were better fitted to 
perform the duties than any of the 
officers within the Sorting Office who 
would in ordinary course be considered as 
eligible for the appointments. 
ciples followed in making these promo- 
tions are those which would be followed 
in similar circumstances at any other 
office of the Department, and the Post- 
master General is therefore not prepared 
to consider whether it would be possible 
to find equally lucrative positions for the 
promoted officers in their own Districts. 
Each promotion was very carefully con- 
sidered by him and he fails to see that 
any useful purpose would be served by 
instituting an inquiry such as the hon. 
Member suggests. 


Mr. NANNETTI: The hon. Gentleman 
has not answered my question whether 
the controller said “he had not one man 
on his staff fit to fill the higher positions 
in the office.” Is that the case, and if so, 
will an inquiry be held ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I do 
not think that the Controller made that 
statement. It is not specially dealt with 
in the answer, but 1 understand that he 
did not. I do not think there is any 
case for inquiry. 
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Mr. NANNETTI: Will the hon. 


Gentleman inquire as to whether or not 
the statement was made— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order: The 
hon. Member must give notice of any 
further Questions. 


Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, if he will 
state the salary and length of service 
previous to promotion of Messrs. 
O’Donnell and Hawkins, sorting clerks 
and telegraphists, imported from Derry 
and Queenstown, respectively, to fill the 
positions of supervising clerks in the 
Dublin Office ; and will he explain why 
those supervising clerkships were not 
given to Dublin men. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Mr. 
O’Donnell entered the service of the 
Post Office on 15th July, 1890, and he 
was in receipt of wages of 50s. a week 
at the time of his promotion. Mr. 
Hawkins was appointed on 12th May, 
1885, after two years unestablished 
service. At the time of his promotion 
he was in receipt of 52s. a week. The 
reason for not filling from within the 
Dublin Sorting Office the clerkships to 
which these two officers were promoted, 
has been given to the hon, Member in 
reply to his previous Question. 


Howth Bailey Lighthouse, Dublin Bay. 

Mr. NANNETTI; I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade, whether 
he is aware that the fixed light at Howth 
Bailey Lighthouse, Dublin Bay, has been 
altered to a flashing light, and whether 
any desire was expressed by the nautical 
community for such a change; whether 
he is aware that this light has the same 
interval of darkness as the double flash 
light at Kingstown, Dublin Bay, and 
also shows two flashes in the same 
interval ; and, whether he will consider 
the advisability of the character of this 
Howth Bailey flashing light being 
altered, or of the fixed light being 
restored. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
alteration of the light at Howth Bailey 
was approved by the Trinity House, on 
the application of the Commissioners 
of Irish Lights, who described it as one 
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of the poorest lights on the Irish Coast. | 
By the alteration—which took effect on 
the Ist inst.—the light became a flash 
light, giving one flash of three seconds’ 
duration every thirty seconds, The 
light at Kingston is described in the 
Admiralty List of Lights as giving two 
flashes in quick succession every fifteen 
seconds. It differs, therefore, in its 
character from the new light at Howth 


Bailey. 


Irish Gold Ornaments. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury, if he can state when the case 
for the recovery of the Irish gold 
ornaments will be tried. 


THe FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): Lam advised that it is impossible to 
say on what day the actual trial of the 
ease will take place. A writ and state- 
ment of claim on the part of the Attorney- 
General have been served and delivered, 
and the defendants have now to deliver 
their statement of defence. 


New Procedure Rules. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS: (Notts, Rush- 
cliffe): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury, what course he proposes to 
take to afford the House an opportunity 
of discussing as a whole the changes in 
its procedure to be proposed by the 
Government, and whether the terms of 
such changes will be printed and cir- 
culated after his introduction of them, 
and a reasonable interval take place 
before the matter is again brought before 
the House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR): Perhaps the 
hon. Member will be kind enough to 
defer this Question till to-morrow, when 
I shall be glad to answer it. 


Mayor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
May I ask the First Lord whether he 
proposes to deal with the question of the 
duration of speeche:— always excepting, 
of course, those delivered from the Front 
Benches. 

Mr. SPEAKER: That 


Order, order! 


hardly arises out of the Question on the 
7 Mi 
Paper. = 
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authorities within the Telephone area, 
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NEW MEMBER SWORN. 


Thomas Milvain, esquire, K.C., for the 


Borough of Hampstead. 

ADDRESS IN REPLY TO HIS MAJESTY’S 
MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 
{Eregurn Day’s Depare. | 

Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Main Question|{16th January], 
‘That an humble Address be presented 
to His Majesty, as followeth :— 

“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 

“We, your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
Unitd Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to Your 
Majesty for the Gracious Speech which 
Your Majesty has addressed to both 
House of Parliament.’”—(Colonel Harry 
M* ‘wlinont.) 


Main Question again proposed. 


POST OFFICE CONTRACTS WITH THE 

NATIONAL TELEPHONE COMPANY. 

* (4.15.) Sm JOSEPH DIMSDALE 
(London): In asking that a complete 
inquiry should be made into the working 
and practical effect of the licenses and 
agreements now being acted upon by 
the Treasury, the Post Office, and the 
National Telephone Company, and the 
desirability of suspending further trans- 
actions .or negotiations between those 
Departments and the Company in 
reference thereto, until such enquiry 
has been completed, and its results 
considered by His Majesty's Govern- 
would wish to divest this 
matter of all party feeling. It is entirely 
a business question, and, as such, | 
venture to say the request I make is 
quite reasonable, and should be readily 
acceded to by the Government. It is 
nothing more than a prudent business 
man or firm would expect to be 
rendered when the original basis upon 
which a transaction has to be entered into 
appears to be so entirely at variance with 
the practical results of the negotiations. 
The Amendment standing in my name is 
the outcome of the deliberations of a con- 
ference, convened in Guildhall. The 
conference was attended by delegates 
from all the municipalities and local 





TRIES 








git 


which 
contail 
and | 
fifty 
tions « 
ferenc 
slighte 
with f 
ponth 
the rE 
phone 
ment 
Comps 
public 
that a 
bya r 
in th 
arrans 
and iw 
the 
Congr 
Cits 
Metro 
ally— 
this 
hence 
name 
I % 
Meml 
Select 
Augu 
follow 
Ont 
Comm 
Imme 
the Pe 
sary, ¢ 
Office 
such ¢ 
whe 
eXCual 
Ing sé 
an etl 
licene 


“ogg 
depar 
strict 
stati 

Acti 
com! 
ot Dp 
wert 
capa 
the 





ned 
ry], 


ited 


ind 
the 
ind 
beg 
yur 
ich 
oth 
ITY 


LE 
ate 
ng 
nd 
by 
he 
he 


SC 
in 
ry 
Its 
n- 
lis 











: 
i 






977 Address in Reply to 


{27 January 1902} 


the King’s Speech. 978 


which comprises some 634 square miles,| the 6th of March, 1899, for £2,000,000 


contains a population of six millions, 
and has a rateable value of nearly ‘ 
fifty millions sterlings. The delibera- 
tions of this great and important con- 
ference were carried on without the 
slightest party bias. It was rather 
with feelings of amazement and disap- 
puntment that the agreement between 
the Post Office and the National ‘Tele- 
phone Company was received—an agree- 
ment so much to the advantage of the 


Coimpany and so much the reverse to the | 


public. The delegates were astonished 
that after such statements had been made 
by a responsible Minister when bringing 


in the Telephone Bills of 1899, such 
arrangements should have been made, 


and made, too, without consultation with 


the local authorities. This great 
Congress — representing not only the 
City and the richer parts of the 


Metropolis, but the poorer parts especi- 
ally—deputed me by resolution to bring 


this matter before Parliament, and 
hence the Amendment standing in my 
name to-day. 


I would call the attention of hon. 
Members to the recommendation of the 
Select Committee on Telephones of 
August 9th, 1889, which runs as 
follows— 


On reviewing the whole of the evidence your 
Committee is strongly of opinion that general. 
Immediate, 
the Post Office or the local authority is neces- 
sary, and consider that a really efficient Post 
Office service affords the best means of securing 
such competition. We further consider that 
when in an existing area in which there is an 
exchange the local authority demands a compet- 
ing service, the Post Office ought either to start 
an efficient telephone system itself, or grant a 
licence to the local authority to do so.” 


Again it goes on— 


Your Committee in thus recommending a 
Post Office service assume that it will con 
stitute a real and active competition, and 
that concessions to the — not required 
hy the company under their agreement will 
cease, Such competition should in their opinion 
carried on by a separate branch of the 
department, and in future conducted under 
strictly business-like conditions, and by a 
stat! specially qualitied for sweh a duty.” 
Acting upon this recommendation of 
committee composed of men of ail shades 
a RE 
of political opinion, and among whom 
were some 
Ci ipa city 


end effective competition by either | 


; more 


| present system cannot possibly go on. 


second to none for business | 
’, the then Financial Secretary to | 
the Treasurer (Mr. Hanbury) moved on 





| for 


‘improvements in the system of telephonic 
communication, and to enable local authorities 
to raise or apply money for telephonic pur- 
poses.’ 

Let us see what in the way of immediate 
and effective competition was promised 
us. When the House was in committee 
on the motion the right hon. Gentleman 


' said: 


“The company has bought up all the other 
existing companies, it has done its best to 
defeat the policy of competition, but is that 
any reason why competition should cease forth- 
with? It does not in any way have the effect 
of preventing the Postmaster-General from 
exercising his full right to grant fresh or new 
licences.’ 

And further on in his speech he said— 

‘“‘T hope I have shown to the satisfaction of 
the Committee, that we are free both legally 
and morally to compete.” 


Speaking with regard to the sort of 
competition, the right hon. Gentleman 


said, referring to the Post Oftice— 

“T hope that in the future—with its own 
exchanges, it will do its work as any business 
firm would do it, and that the competition will 
be a real and gennine competition.” 

And again he declared— 

“We mean to popularise the system and 
throw it open to the whole country, to rich and 
peor alike, and I am bound to say that when 
we have got the double currents it will not 
only tend to popularise the system, it will pre- 
vent any unfair competition with the National 
Telephone Company. 

Upon the faith of these and many 
such inducements the Resolution 
was agreed to without a division. On 
June 20th, 1899, the Financial Secretary 
to the Treasury moved the second reading 
of the Telephone Bill. In doing so he 
said— 

«The time that has elapsed since I introduced 
this Bill—a delay for which Iam myself person- 
ally responsible—has had one result, it has shown 
complete unanimity on one point, viz., that the 
There 
has not been a single resolution from a local 
authority, a memorial from a trading associati on, 
yr, that I have seen, one single article in the 
newspapers supporting the existing system.” 
The right hon. Gentleman then went on 
to say :-— 

“‘The service ought to be thrown open to the 
whole country, not only to the large traders, but 
to the small tradesmen as well.” And again, ‘‘It 
surely is a very proper request to make that the 
service should be efficient, certain, and to all 


should be served alike on equal terms.” 


If these 
auote, 


more [| 


they 


words, and many 


could meant anything, 
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meant that immediate and effective 
competition was necessary, and that the 
Government intended immediately to 
carry out such competition if Parlia- 
ment granted the money, and gave the 
local authorities the requisite powers so 
to do. Upon these statements a bill 
involving an expenditure of £2,000 
was passed. It was upon these state- 
ments the authorities submitted to 
their streets being broken up, the 
consequent dislocation of trade, and 
a condition of things under which 
London remained month after month, 
and even now remains to some 
extent seeming more like a Metropolis 
in a state of siege than the first city of 
the Empire, inhabited by a law-lov- 
ing, law-abiding people. The exact 
reverse of our anticipations has, how- 
ever, happened. We find the changes 
for telephonic communication practically 
unaltered, with the small exceptions of 
the penny in the slot system and new 
subscribers. I believe the annual 
subscriber can get his telephone for 
£17, whereas the unfortunate subscriber 
whose contract has yet to run out at 
£20 is held to his bargain. A firm 
of considerable standing writes to me 
as follows : 


“The public naturally expected to get 
some reduction in the rates, but where a firm, 
like my own, has a telephone at the office and 
at their private house the present rate is 
£17 and £10, making together £27, whereas 
the rates now proposed to be changed are 
£17 and £14, making £31.” 


A letter from a clergyman at Reigate 
Says : 


“Tradesmen, fly proprietors, doctors and 
others here find their telephones a good deal 
less us*ful because the local charge at public 
call offices here has been suddenly raised by the 
agreement from Id. to 2d. It was 1d. locally, 
3d. to London. It is now 2d. all over the 
L: ndon District, but the public call offices in a 
place like this are almost wholly used for local 
calls,” 


In one more of the many letters I have 
received another firm writes: 


“* We were in the hahit of paying the National | 


Telephone Company for each p- destal extension 
instrument used by us the annual sum of 25s. 
Since the arrangement mad-+ by the Post Office, 
the National Telephone Company have increased 
their charge for each instrument to 30s. 


It would, therefore, appe 


{COMMONS} 





the King’s Speech. 980 


as the Post Office receives 10 per cent. 
upon the gross earnings of the company, 
it would seem to be not entirely a matter 


of indifference what profits are made. | 
must refer to one or two matters in a letter 


from the Post Office,addressed to the Chair- 
mau of the Guildhall Conference, and dated 
January 10th last. Among other things 
it states, speaking of the Post Office, that 
the Department has to keep in view the 
interests of (1) the general body of the 
taxpayers of the United Kingdom, who 
have to find the money for the London 
Telephone Service, in which, for the 
most part, they are very remotely inter- 
ested; and (2) the users, present and 
prospective, of the telephone in the 
London area. As to the first point I 
would ask, are not the views of six 
millions of the inhabitants of the Metro- 
polis an item to be considered as a 
portion of the general body of taxpayers; 
and do not many throughout the length 
and breadth of the Kingdom, who never 
themselves use the telephone, benefit 
by the system, from the fact that their 
bankers, merchants, market or trade 
matters, doctors and so forth, are in 
contact continually with the great 
centres? We might as well say that 
because most of us are not arrested by 
the police, therefore we should be 
exempt from the police rate. As to 
the second interest referred to, what- 
ever may be the advantages which 








right 
should investigate 
letter to which I have already referred 
ar that there | £0¢8 on to regret that the arrangements 


may accrue to _ prospective users 
—and that time alone can show — 
it would appear that the present users 
are practically no better off, indeed, in 
some cases worse. I could, if I wished, 
give many other instances of the 
difference between the theoretical bases 
upon which the Bill of 1899 came into 
existence, and the practicai results of this 
arrangement, or, I might alsnost say, 
partnership between Post Office and 
the Telephone Company. However, I 
think I have given sufficient to show that 
even if in the future the arrangement 
should prove to be less disastrous to the 
user than it at present appears, it is 
that an impartial Committee 
and report. The 


. . . SP > > . re a] 4 reTr 
is much for enquiry, for the competition | on the part of His Majesty's Government 
seems to be little more than nominal, and | for the Post Office Telephone Service in 


Sir Joseph Dimsdale, 
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London have not met with the approval | 


of the local authorities— 


‘Dependent as the Post Office is on the good | 
will of such authorities for the smooth working | 
of the system in some important respects.” 


And the Financial Secretary referred to 
this matter in 1899 in these terms. 


On what, 


service like this mainly depend? It mainly 


depends, of course, on way leaves, and way 
leaves this Company has not got, an 
will not be able to get in the future to the 
extent it wishes. And why has it not got 
them ? 
after time, but Parliament is not going to 
override the local authorities, to impose | 
everyWhere and in every locality in the country 
a company on these local authorities without 
their permission, and so, backed up by Parlia- 
ment; the municipalities are refusing to grant | 
these way leaves, and if they are not granted you 
cannot have a sufficient service. The 
Office sees municipalities refusing these way 
leaves, and naturally hesitates to use its own 
powers to take them. If it did the House of 
Commons would be the first to protest against it.” 


Why, this is just what the Post Office 
is using its power as a Government | 
Department to give the Company. 
hardly creditable, 
while the Post Office and the company 
must have been in constant communica- 
tions during the progress of these negotia- 
tions, the only intimation the local bodies 
received was by printed circular, and 
that only to inform them that the 
whole matter was an 


does not require the ratification of Parlia- 
ment. [can imagine it may be said that 
the time the agreement has been working 
is insufficient to make any e1.uiry of any 
value. I can imagine it may be said that 
the bargain is a good one. 
I make, however, is not touched by any 
of these arguments. The difference 
between promises and performances is so 
great that I think it is only reasonable 
that some enquiry and report should give 
us the state of affairs up to date, and that 
pending the result of the enquiry, no 
new engagements should be entered into. 
If the Government have a good case 
they should court inquiry. 
other hand they have made a_ bad 
bargain, it will be far betterfor us—to 
use a business term—to know the w orst, 


and cut our loss before the extension of | 
I beg to move the, 


this agreement. 
Amendment standing in my name. 


{27 JANUARY 1902} 


after all, does the efficiency of a | 


it has applied to Parliament time | 


Post | 


It is | 
but it is a fact, that | 


accomplished 


fact, { am fully aware that the agreement | 


The proposal | 


If, on the | 
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* (4.38) Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): 
In rising to second the Amendment, 
‘Ido not think a Chief Magistrate 
of the City of London ever performed 
|a duty which would be more welcome 
to his vast constituency than that which 
‘the right hon. Gentleman who has just 
| sat down has now discharged. It must 
| have been distasteful to him sitting on 


the King’s Speech, 


ithat side of the House to move an 
| Amendment to the Address, but at the 
same time it is an example to the vast 
| body of Conservative Members who sit 
| with him. We who sit upon this side 
| of the House cannot do anything with- 
|out the assistance of the Conservative 
| Members, and I appeal to them not to 
|allow Party considerations to abate 
| their zeal for prosecuting this question. 


Many hon. Members of this House 
may not be aware of the long struggle 
| that the people of London have had, and 

that we have had in this House, to 
| | promote the reform we are now striving 
| to effect. For ten years the Metropolis 
has been trying to improve the telephone 
service. If the House would bear with 
me I could make this matter perfectly 
clear by recapitulating some of the steps 
that have been taken during the last ten 
years. Just ten years ago the right 
hon. Gentleman whom I see opposite was 
| Postmaster General. He left that office 
lin June, but just before he retired he 
signed an agreement with the Telephone 
Company, and shortly after he left he 
connected himself with that Company. 
In 1893 the City Corporation and the 
London County Council became aware 
that another agreement was meditated, 
and they sent a deputation to the then 
Postmaster General, and got the com- 
pletion of that agreement postponed. 
Mr. Benn, then a Member of this House, 
commenced an agitation in the House in 
1894 to get a Committee apointed in this 
matter, and in 1895 a Liberal Govern- 
ment consented to the appointment of 
that Committee ; unfortunately it had 
not finished its labours before that 
Government was turned out of office, 
and its successor would not re- 
_appoint the Committee. The London 
' agitation kept on through 1896 and 1897, 
'and in 1898 another Committee was 
appointed. As my right hon. friend says, 
the Report of that Committee may be 
““com- 


/summed up in three words, that 
i 
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plete, immediate and effective competition | 
by the Post Office or by the local authority | 
is necessary.’’ This Report was so clear 
and concise, and the volume of evidence 
on which it was built so convincing, that 
the right hon. Gentleman only waited 
until the following March to take action 
on the Report which had been presented. 

Now, the speech of the right hon. Gen- 
tleman which has already been referred 
to, delivered in the House on 6th March, 
stands in an extraordinary relation to what 
has since taken place. The Bill on which 
the right hon. Gentleman was speaking 
was a Money Bill, and his speech was the 
speech in which the terms were stated 
upon which a large amount of money 
was asked. Therefore the conditions 
upon which the Government claimed the 
money for this purpose were in the 
nature of a bargain with this House, and 
the House ought to know whether the 
bargain was carried out. That speech 
was the Charter of the Telephone users 
of thecountrv. In that speech the right 
hon. Gentleman dealt with every question 
raised in this important matter. He 
dealt first with the question of co-opera- 
tion. He said 

**Co-operation, no doabt, is a very pretty 
word.” 

Thus the right hon. Gentleman pushed 
aside co-operation with contempt. He 
referred to competition, and said that : 
‘legally and morally we are free to compete 
with the Company.” 

He then went on to say— 

‘* Are we free and not to compete? I am not | 
The service neither eflicient or 
sufficient. The first place to which our opera- 
tions shall extend will be London itself. In | 
that large area the Post Office is resolved to | 
compete at once, 

He then referred to the question of 
prices, and said— 


so sure. is 


«Tf believe the subscription for London will b® 
about £3 a year, and after that you will pay ® 
small sum for every message, as you do fot 
every telegram. We are going to establish a 
system by which the Post Office will arrange, 
by means of express letters and otherwise, to | 
work more harmoniously with the telephone 
syster .” 


He then compared the plan on which | 
telephones are worked with the system | 
of the telegraph, and said— 
} 
“It is as if no one could send a telegraph | 
message without paying £10 or £15, and when 
he had paid that sum could send as many 
messages as he pleased.” 


Mr. Lough v \ 
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“Tt is an absurd system.” 

‘We mean to popularise the system, and 
threw it open to rich and pocr alike.” 

We have now to ask whether or not 
the agreement which has been entered 
into fulfils these pledges. 

What is the first fault we find with the 
agreement ? That it absolutely disregards 
all these pledges, and establishes for 
another nine years the monopoly of the 
company. I wish to avoid figures as 
much as possible, but we cannot altogether 
ignore the question of price. The charge 
for an instrument which has been in use 
on an unlimited user for over five years 
was £17 10s., but three years ago it was 
reduced to £17 That is under an 
annual agreement, determinable at three 
months notice. Under the Post Office 
system we have a reduction of 5s., and 
£17 is established as the price. 


THE PRESIDENT 
oF AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hanpvry, 
Preston): I did not promise any 
reduction there. On the contrary, the 
Committee distinctly stated that the 
charges for unlimited service were not 
unreasonable. 


*Mr. LOUGH: I 
with that expression in the Committee's 
Report. The exact expression is “that 
the charge for unlimited users was not 
unduly high.” ‘That a Vv inild 
phrase. But the answer to that is that 
London does not accept the opinion of 
the Committee. There has too 
much reference to the Committee. The 
Committee did its work as a part »f this 
House. The House has legislated on 
the subject, and we have the promises of 
the right hon. Gentleman. With regard to 
the question of price, he stated that the 
capital cost of supplying a telephonic 
service would be, on an average, £40 for 
each subscriber. That figure is prac- 
tically the same as the estimate of the 
London County Council with regard to 


Ds. 


oF THE BOARD 


was about to deal 


1S 


ry 


} 
heel 


| the capital cost of supplying unlimited 


users. But the County Council came to 
the conclusion that witha capital cost of 
£40 per subscriber only £8, or, at the 
outside, £10, need be charged in London 
for unlimited used. Does the right hon. 
Gentleman contradict that ? 

Mr. HANBURY: I do. That charge 
is for the London County Council area, 
which is one-fifth of the area we are about 
to supply. 
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*Mr. LOUGH: The district to which 
the estimate applied was the most expen- 
sive part of the area. In the outskirts 
of the area it would have been much 
easier to do the work—as the right hon. 


Gentleman himself admitted — than 
in London. He admitted that gene- | 
rally over the country the cost | 
would be £30. In Glasgow t_ is 


only £19. These figures prove that at 
almost one half the price the Government 


have fixed under this unfortunate agree- | 


ment unlimited used of the telephone 
might be supplied. 

I now pass to the second tariff. 
right hon. Gentleman will not deny that 


he said there would be a message rate | 


starting at about £3. Under the agree- 
ment it is fixed at £6 10s., and for that 


ouly one message per day can be sent. 


Who would have a telephone in his house 
for the sake of sending a message a day ? 
Therefore the second tariff is not what the 
right hon. Gentleman led us to expect. 


Mr. HANBURY said his remark 
applied to service on a party line, and the 
charge for that was not £3 but £2. 


*Mr. LOUGH: Really these are unfair 
interruptions. [I was not speaking of 
party lines, 

several people. 


in his private house or office, 
lowest price at which he can have it is 
£6 10s., whereas the right hon. Gentleman 
ed us to expect the price would be 
£3. I have a letter here from a doctor at 
Wimbledon, referring to the third tariff— 
he price of a private wire, probably con- 
1ecting this man’s surgery. with his private 
house. 
United Telephone Company £8 5s., which 


he thinks is a great deal too much for the | 
Gshort distance. 
@Oifice to ask what they would charge for 
Ait and the Post Oftice replied, £11 5s. a 
eg year. 
qireduction the price is raised by £3. 
Mhave also a letter from a constituent, who | 
Hhas a five years agreement. 
Puke advantage of the new tariff, but | 
) vas reminded by the Post Office that until 
Bhis five years agreement expired he could 


He 


wrote to 


In that case, instead of there being 
I 


He tried to 


not do so, If the Post Office were 
tying to make a good bargain, they 
‘hould have arranged, in return for the 
advantage they gave the Company, for 
the abrogation of all these agreements 


> 
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The | 


A party line is one used by | 
I was speaking of a) 
moderate user desiring a single instrument | 
and the | 


At present he is paying the | 


the Post | 
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so that everybody might start afresh 
with a yearly agreement on the same level 
as the new customers of the Post Office. 

On the question of price, | may sum up 
by saying that no reduction whatever has 
been secured, but that, on the contrary, 
when the whole tariff is viewed, rather 
higher prices are charged, and a great deal 
higher than the Government promised. 

The second defect is that the agreement 
greatly interferes with the streets of the 
Metropolis, and raises a very difficult 
question which, if this House does not 
decide it, is certain to lead to much more 
trouble in the future than we have had 
even in the past. The new Borough 
| Councils are very jealous of the control of 
the streets. On this subject the right 
hon. Gentleman gaye us a most specific 
pledge. He said— 

‘*Parliament will not override the local 
authorities’ right to give permission to open 
the streets. We only give these way-leaves 





| 


when the company can work hand in hand 
with the local authorities.” 
| That was the pledge on which the 


right hon. Gentleman got his money. 
Does he pretend that the company is 
working hand in hand with the local 
authorities ? No. The local authorities 
are all up in arms against the company, 
and if they had their way this agreement 
would be immediately torn up and put 
in the waste paper basket. 

The third objection to the agreement— 
|and it is an exceedingly grave objec- 
}tion—has not been so much _ dis- 
cussed, because it does not directly 
affect the telephone user. A great 
constitutional principle is concerned. 
Anyone who looks at Clause 7 of the 
_agreement will see that the Post Office 


| have given to this trading company the 
| user of all their wires through the streets 
of London, and have bound themselves 
to put down any further wires that the 
company may reasonably require. ‘The 
meaning of that is that the £2,000,000 
' which this House granted for the pur- 
| pose of establishing competition, has 
practically gone into the exhausted 
coffers of the company, to take the 
| place of capital which they themselves 
|ought to provide. This seems to me 
| a most extraordinary proceeding on the 
| part of the Government. If it be legal 
for the Post Office to give over to this 
trading company wires laid down with 
public money, it seems to me it would 








| 
\ 
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also be legal for the Postmaster General 
to make an agreement with any indi- 
vidual to carry out in any area, any 
branch of Post Office work. Under 
Clause 11 of the agreement the Post 
Office allow this company to go on the 
lines of railway and canal companies, 
and in many of the places from which 
they have been excluded hitherto. In 
short, every right which the Govern- 
ment possessed has, under this pre- 
posterous agreement, been transferred 
tothe company. The agreement ought 
certainly to be very carefully examined 
by lawyers in the House—who are more 
competent to do it than I am—and | 
believe they would declare it to be the 
most extraordinary agreement ever 
sanctioned by any Government. My 
duty, however, is rather to express the 
annoyance of the people of London 
with regard to the matter. 
tion, from the London standpoint, is 
not so much one of tariff as of effici- 
ency. The 30,000 or 40,000 telephone 
users in the Metropolis are the greatest 
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business community in the world, and, | 


under the monopoly of the Telephone Com- 


pany, they havesuffered more worry and loss | 
by delay than probably any other business | 


community ever suffered in the same way. 
But they were led by the proceedings in 
this House to hope that that annoyance 
was coming to an end. The streets were | 
torn up; wires were stretched from the | 
house-tops, without any rent being paid 
by the company, and these people, when | 
they wondered at such things going on, 
were told that, at any rate, as a result 
they would soon be enjoying an excellent 
telephonic service. But what is the re- 
sult? The result is that all their hopes | 
are disappointed and they find them- | 
selves thrown back on the bad 
svstem with all its feults. The 
phonic service of London is worse than 
that of any other great city in the world. | 
In Berlin there is one telephone for every 
82 of the population ; in Vienna one for 
every 132; in London one for every 433. If! 
we take the country generally, the contrast | 
is even worse. In Switzerland there is | 
one telephone for every 100 of the popu- 
lation; in Sweden and Norway, one for | 
every 145; in Germany, one for every 
450; and in this country one for every 
636. Now, instead of any reform such as 
we fondly hoped we had secured in 1899, 
there is to be a perpetuation of this bad | 
Mr. Lough: 


old | 
tele. | 


The ques- | 


of the company. 


| 
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system until the company’s licence fin 
ally expires. 

| We need not go abroad for facts. Ex. 
| periments have been made in this country 
| with results as striking as those to which 
| I have referred. For instance, the Con- 
|mittee reported that competition should 
| take place on the part either of the Post 
| Office or of the local authorities. Some 
| licences have been given to local authori- 
| ties. Glasgow obtained one, and what is 
'the result? In Glasgow there is an un- 
| limited use for five guineas. The experi- 
ment has been absolutely justified, and that 
community is enjoying an excellent ser- 
vice. There has been an even more inter. 
esting experiment in the South of 
England, at Tunbridge Wells. There the 
company stated that the lowest price at 
|which they could furnish an unlimited 
use was £10. The municipality went into 
competition, with a rate of £5, The com- 
pany immediately reduced their price to £5, 
and [ believe that both the company and 
the municipality are doing an extremely 
| profitable little business at that rate in 
Tunbridge Wells. If the Post Office or 
the County Council had been allowed to 


slightest doubt that to-day in London the 
| price for every form of telephonic service 


' would have been reduced one half, and 


that everybody would be more than paid by 
the result. 

I am sorry, Sir, that we cannot deal 
with this question without dealing with 


| the great difficulties we have had in puo- 


secuting this struggle for an improved 
'telephone service. I remember when 
‘the agreement was signed that the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite was 
‘connected with the company. Now 
that the new agreement has been signed 


‘another right hon. Gentleman on this 


side of the House has become Chairman 
I cannot help feeling 
which this} 


that the good bargain 


‘company gets out of the Government) 


is not a little influenced by the strongy 


‘supporters which the company has 1) 


the House. [Ministerial cries of “ Oh, 
oh,” and * No.’’] 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRELARY 1p 
AUSTENS 


TREASURY — (Mr. 
CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershize, E.): | 
cannot allow that statement to pass 
unchallenged. Does the hon. Member 
mean to suggest that either my righ 
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nce fin: J hon. friend behind me, or the right’ Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


hon. Gentleman who sits on the Front The hon. Member has no right to make 
ts. Ex- § Bench opposite has in any way attempted | that charge. 
country § to bring any kind of political or im- 
© which I proper influence to bear upon the *\Mpr. LOUGH: Why was this debate 
he Com- # Treasury in this matter? There is not’ not taken on Wednesday last ? What 
| should f the slightest foundation for that state- member of the Ministry spoke to the 
he Post § nent. : 
Some 
authoni- § Mr. LOUGH: I have not the slightest 
what is objection to the challenge, and [ will 
an UD § nake good everything I have said. On 
> Experl- # the 6th of March 1899 I remember the 


‘right hon. Gentleman about postponing 
the debate? Why did the state- 
ment appear in The Times that in 
consequence of assurances that had been 
given the right hon. Gentleman would 


und that F .ock of surprise with which I saw the ae ets ee ee 
ent ser ye : ; ewer | ments were false, and why were they 
re inter- nght hon. Gent eman get up to answer’ circulated, unless it was because The 
vig the Secretary to ag Treasury. What | 7 mes newspaper was trying to bring 
here them °° his first words! He said: pressure to bear upon hon. Members 


price at “ As a Director of the Company I think it is of the House in defence of this agree- 
nlimited § tight to make a reply.” ment. Ifthe Press can be influenced in 
that way, it is all the more important 
that this House should be allowed to 
deliberate upon the subject freely. 


ent into # We do not want directors of companies 
he col-@ here when we are dealing with the 
ce to £8, corporations with which they are, 
any and oonnected. It is not for me to dictate There is one other argument. This 





tremely to the House, but I would suggest matter has been discussed in the Cor- 
brea “ that the proper place for directors of poration of the City of London for the 
ned tof Cmpanies is in the Board room of the last ten years, and it has been discussed 
not they CO™mPany- and when we are discussing in the London County Council for ten 
don the @2Y matter which affects any particular years. It is now being discussed in 
 servicey mporation with which they are every Metropolitan Borough Council. 
alf, and connected, it should be left entirely, both Upon every one of these public bodies 
paid by in the debate and the division, to the this rich and adroit company has been 


general body of hon. Members, who are unable to influence a single member in 
animated by purely public motives. It favour of the company, and I hope that 
does not seem to me that the reputation the standard of honour herein this House 
of this house is so bad that any hon. will not beless thanon any local body. It 


Lot. deal 
ng with 


in pxo- ae . ie 
proved Member should be afraid to trust the has been said that this matter has now 
- wheng airs of such Corporations to its hands. been finished and nothing can be done. I 










at the Whatever this house does, it should act say that much can bedone. The Amend- 
-e was OF general principles, and not in ment asks that a Committee shall be 


Wow obedience to any argument from men appointed, and this can be done. It also 
‘signed who have private financial interests. I suggests that this agreement should be 


on this hope we shall not hear the voice of any inquired inte, and this can also be done. 
airmang Urector or of any interested person in [ have been told by one of the two 
feeling the course of this debate. I hope the Ministers concerned in the agreement 
h_ this “vision will not be affected by undue that the only thing we can do is to 
@ persuasion, and I trust that no pressure dismiss them. I urge the House, if 
will be brought to bear upon the jt is of opinion that a bad bargain 
Government by the supporters of the | has been made for London, to remember 
company in this House. that many a true word has been spoken in 

jest ; and if there is a feeling that the 
) Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I| pledges made in March, 1899, have not 
RY 10 fatly contradict the statement which the | been kept, then it would be well to 


rnment) 
strong; 
has in 
| « Ohs 

g 





AUSTE: hon. Gentleman has made. maintain the dignity and utility of this 
E.): | House, and to make the Ministers who 
to pass *Mr. LOUGH: I have only expressed | are responsible for this bad agreement 





the opinion which everybody is ex-| feel what they have done. I know what 


Lember : , 
| Pressing outside. | pressure will be brought to bear with re- 


y righ 
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gardtothis Amendment. The supporters 
of the Government will be told that this is 
an Amendment to the Address, and that 
they cannot vote against this question 
on the Address. Let me tell hon. 
Members a bit of experience which we 
Liberals have gone through this 
point. Under a former Liberal Govern- 
ment we were told the same thing, 
but we defeated our own Government 
on the Address. That Government had 
only a small majority, and what hap- 
pened? Did the Government fall? No, 
simply the Address was withdrawn and 
a new one substituted. This can be done 
again to-day, and therefore | cannot see 
why hon. Members opposite should be 
restrained from expressing their opinions. 
The Prime Minister has written a letter 
on this point, in which he has asked 
Conservative Members to express their 
views. I suggest to hon. Members 
opposite that they will serve the interests 


on 


of their constituents much better bv 
listening to what the Prime Minister 


said, instead of paying too much atten- 
tion to this argument of the Whips. 


Amendment proposed, at the end of 
the Question, to add the words :— 

* But we humbly represent to Your Majesty 
that it is essential that a complete inguiry 
should be made into the working and practical 
effect of the licences and agreements now beine 
acted upon by the Treasury, the Post Oftice, 
and the National Telephone Company, ana the 
desirability of suspending any jurther trans- 
actions or negotiations hetween those Ds part- 
ments and the Company with reference thereto 
until such inquiry has Leen compl-ted and its 
result considered by Your Majesty's Govern 
ment.” (Sir Joseph Dimsdale.) : 


Question proposed *‘ That those words 
be there added.”’ 


(5.10.) Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN: The hon. Member who has just 
sat down paid a compliment to my right 
hon. friend who moved this Amendment. 
such as we do not often hear addressed 
to the Lord Mayor of the City of London 
from the opposite side of the House. He 
spoke of him as the Chief Magistrate of 
London and the representative of a vast 
constituency included in greater London. 
I venture to say, sir, that in that double 
capacity my right hon. friend has raised 
this question—which is of so great interes, 
to those for whom he speaks, and of rm 
Mr. Lough. 
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much importance to the development o 
London—in a way to which no exception 
ean be taken, and he has based it upon 
grounds upon which the House ought to 
consider it. My right hon. friend’s 
speech, in its single-minded desire to 
serve the interests of the local authorities 
on whose behalf he speaks, contrasted 
very favourably with the speech which 
we have just listened to from the hon. 
Gentleman opposite. He has thought fit, 
without any provocation, toseatter innuen- 
does and allegations which, although he 
undertook to prove, he left without a 
shadow of proof. [A laugh.j Evidently 
the right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the Opposition thinks this is a fit subject 
to laugh at. 


Sir H. 
(Stirling 


> 
> 


CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
all. Si rely 


x Burghs): Not at ; 
1 
! 


Tt 

i 
the right hen. Gentleman wi 
smile. 


4 
| allow i 


1 to 


= 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | 
the right hon. Gentleman's pardon. I 
misunderstood his smile, but he will 
pardon me for saying that it was certainly 
of the audible kind. 
opposite has thought fit to cast these 
aspersions in general terms upon distin- 
guished Members of this House. and he 
has also thought fit to suggest that there 
have been improper influences brought 


beg 


fhe hon. Gentleman 


to bear by them upon the representatives 
of the Government. 

*Mr. LOUGH: I did not use the word 
“improper.” I said “influence,” and I 


' meant financial influence. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 


hon. Member now explains that he meant 


i financial influence, and I do not think 


that makes his case any better. I[ say 
that it does not serve the honour of the 
House, and it does not redound to the 
credit of the hon. Member himself, that 
he should make these charges against 
hon. Members of this House without an 
atom ofattempt to prove them. | shall not 
pursue the subject any further; but I will 
devote myself to the merits of this agree- 
ment, and to the objections which were 
raised toit. Since] am speaking so early 
in the debate, I must anticipate what will 
be said by later speakers, and I hope the 
House will pardon me if I go somewhat 
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not perhaps mentioned in this debate, but 
which have played a most important 
part in the discussions outside. 

[ take it that the principal objection 
to the agreement which we have made 
may be summed up in the following 
terms: ‘there is the position that no 
agreement with the company ought to 
have been come to at all, and that in 
making an agreement we were acting in- 
consistently with the recommendations 
of the Committee which has recom- 
mended unlimited competition between 
the Post Office andthe company. ‘Then, 
it has been said outside, although I do 
think that this argument has been 
repeated in the House, that if we made 
anagreement at all, its ratification should 
have been reserved until it had been laid 
before Parliament. It has been said in 
the third place and repeated again here 
to-night, that this agreement is a one- 
sided agreement, in which the company 
has had all the advantage and the Post 
Office has simply filled the réle of 
dupe. In the last place it is said that 
the tariff which we have agreed to as an 
axperimental tariff to last till 1905, is in 
itself am unreasonable thing. I think I 
save stated the principal objections taken 
to the agreement fairly, and with the 
vrmission of the House [ will proceed 
to deal with them in their order. 





It is said in the first place that no agree- 
went should have been made. 
yople tall as if it should have been the 
irst duty of the Post Office to crush this 
lompany out of existence, or, at any 
tate, to drive it out of the London area. 
[hat is not our conception of our duty. 
[tis not in accordance with the treat- 
ment which Parliament has always 
Hecognised should be applied to under- 
®akings in which much money has been 
Bavested on the faith of a public Act, and 
@ would be a particularly peculiar posi- 
nwhen the competition was between 
at licensor and its own licensee. But, then, 
putting aside the morality of such an 
mitempt to crush the company, and 
putting aside the question whether it | 
jvould have been in harmony or not with 
Hvhat has been the general policy of this | 
HHouse in such matters to crush them out, | 
lask the House to consider for one 
‘uoment whether it would have served the 
interest of the taxpayers of this country, | 


Some 
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to who, my right hon. friend says, must be 
considered, or of those for whom he more 
immediately speaks—the telephone users 
in this great metropolitan area. 

In the first place, if we had entered into 
no agreement with the company, what 
inducement should we have had to offer 
through our canvassers when they went to 
people to ask them to join the Post Office 
system? When our canvassers went to 
them they would have asked—How many 
people would you put us in free communi- 
cation with? and we should have been 
obliged to say, “ For the present a hundred 
or a few hundreds only. We have great 
hopes that that numbers will grow, but 
that remains to be seen. We can make 
no definite promise.” Of course intending 
subscribers would say, “I shall go to the 
National Telephone Company, who have 
already 40,000 people with whom I shall 
be able to communicate the day after I 
join their system.” Then it will be said 
by some gentlemen, “The inducement 
you would have been able to offer could 
have been lower rates, and therefore 
people would have gladly joined your 
system.” But of course if we had adopted 
lower rates, the National Telephone Com- 
pany, for the purpose of obtaining any 
new subscribers, would have had to lower 
their rates also, and we should have 
entered into a cut-throat competition of 
rates. That might be an admirable 
prospect for the telephone users of the 
metropolis of London, but what about 
the taxpayers of the country? We should 
have been sacrificing the interest of the 
40,000,000 taxpayers outside of London 
to the interest of the 6,000,000 inside. 
No, not even that—the case is stronger. 
We should have been sacrificing the 
interests of the taxpayers inside and outside 
of London, to what after all is a small 
proportion—those who under any cireum- 
stances will be telephone users; and I 
venture to say that at a time like the 
present, when there is so great a strain on 
the National finances for purposes which, 
whatever hon. Gentlemen may think of the 


‘importance of the telephone service in 


London, all must admit are far more 
important—at such a time it would have 
been the height of folly, it would have 
been criminal, for the Post Office or the 
Treasury to consent to a reckless cut-throat 
competition of rates at the expense of the 
general taxpayers of the country. 
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Well, suppose we had got over these 
difficulties — 
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Sir BLUNDELL MAPLE (Camberwell, 
Dulwich): By purchasing. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The hon. Baronet suggests that there was 
a third way out. 
might have got over this difficulty by 
purchasing the company at once. 


AN Hon. Member: Or by and by. 


Sir BLUNDELL MAPLE: At once. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
hon. Baronet who interrupted me _ first 
suggested that our proper course was to 
buy the company at once, that that would 
be perfectly right, and that it would be the 
only way for meeting this difficulty. Sir, 
would you be surprised to learn that 


the Committee that sat and investigated. 


this question said that it might be taken 
for granted that no Government would be 
foolish enough to buy out the company 
before the expiration of their license, with 
the liability of an additional payment for 
compulsory purchase, compensation for 
goodwill, and everything else which would 
then be involved ? The suggestion made by 
my hon. friend was condemned beforehand 
by the Telephone Committeeofthis Houseas 
one which no Government, however foolish, 
was likely to assent to. I say if we had got 


over these difficulties and had induced | 


subscribers to join our system, what 
would have been their position? Of all 
enterprises In which competition is pos- 


sible, I suppose that hon. Gentlemen | 


who will give a thought to it will admit 
that the telephone service is the one 
which is the least suitable for competition. 
In most undertakings there is room for 
two entirely independent systems, and 
the public is only the better served 
because it can go to the one or the other. 
But that is not so with the telephone 
service. Suppose we had got our sub- 
scribers, suppose we had even been so suc- 
cessful as to get as many as the National 


Telephone Company have in London, | 


which I believe is 40,000, you would 
have had these two bodies of 40,000, but 


between the two a great gulf would have | 


been fixed. There would have been no 


communication between the one and the 
! 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain 
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{other, or communication could only 
have taken place subject to the payment 
| of a special fee for the time one wished 
| to correspond with somebody on the other 
‘system, Such a state of things would 
| have exactly halved the usefulness of the 
telephone system in London, and I ven. 
ture to say that to have got rid of the 
difficulty is in itself so great an advap- 
| tage that we might be well content to 
_give the company something in exchange 
for it. 

One final remark, and I th'nk I shall 
-have done with that part of the subject: 
If we had entered upon this com. 
petition in its most extreme form, as it 
is recommended to us, we should have 
'had to withdraw from the company the 
way-leayes which they enjoy from the 
Post Office. It is evident that if we 
had gone the length of a rate-cutting 
competition of an extreme character, 
we must have refused the company 
any facilities in the matter of way-leaves 
which it was in our power to withdraw. 
Every time the wires of the National 
Telephone Company cross the wires of 
one of the many railways which cut 
up London it is done by a way-leave 
from the Postmaster General. Were we 
to have terminated all these way-leaves 
at short notice, what would have been 
the result? Great inconvenience would 
have been caused to the telephone users 
in London if we had done such a thing. 
We should have brought such telephone 
service as has hitherto existed in London 
to a deadlock, and reduced the whole 
thing to chaos and confusion, and 
London would have been deprived of the 
facilities, such as they are, which it at 
present enjoys. But that was not the 
view—and to this I would venture to 
ask the attention of my right hon. friend 


—taken by the Committee of this House, | 
which was presided over by my right | 
hon. friend the President of the Board of | 


Agriculture. It was not their object to 
crush the National Telephone Company in 
London or elsewhere. Their object was 
to remove from the existing system the 
abuses which were inherent in it, and 
to extend and to promote the efficiency 
of the service as a whole, and for that 
| purpose they recommended competition, 
either by the Post Office or by the 
municipal authority. But they specially 
made provision for working agreements 
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being arrived at between the two. In 
their Report, after making provision of 
this kind, they say : 

“ Having thus provided for equality of treat- 

ment, so far as is possible, in the event of 
either on or agreement your Com- 
mittee would leave the two parties to take 
which course they prefer, believing that much 
must depend on the size of the area and 
the other special circumstances of different 
localities.” 
What the Committee wanted was, not 
the extermination of the company, but 
the removal of abuses. It was not the 
extinction of the company but the regula- 
tion and restriction of the monopoly 
which they had hitherto enjoyed. 

Now may I ask the House to consider for 
amoment what were the abuses which the 
Telephone Committee found to exist and 
to be inherent in the National Telephone 
Company’s system. They are set out 
at the bottom of page 7 of the Report :— 

“We think that a service already so essential 
to commercial men and so well calculated under 
other conditions to benefit directly or indirectly 
all classes of the community, ought no longer to 
be treated as the practical monopoly of a private 
company, a course for which no legal or moral 
necessity appears to exist, and especially ought 
not to be worked on a system and under con- 
ditions which confine its benefits to a limited 
class in selected areas, permit preferential rates 
to be charged, and allow a private licensee of 
a public monopoly to refuse the use of a business 
necessity to one tradesman, and grant it to his 
competitor under similar circumstances, impose 
uo limitation of charges, and leave the public 
at large dependent on a service which is in its 
turn wholly dependent upon innumerable way- 
leaves held upon very precarious tenure, and 
nearly all liable to be terminated after six or 
twelve months notice.” 

Lastly, the Committee stated in another 
part of their Report that it left the 
Government and the Post Office under 
the necessity of either starting a com- 
peting system of its own some years 
before the license of the National Tele- 
phone Company expired, or else of buying 
them out at a monopoly price. I ask 
this House as men of business to consider 
those objections, and judge of our agree- 
ment by that test. You will find every 
one of those objections have been re- 


_moved. The telephone in London is no 


longer the monopoly of a single company, 
and the rates which are fixed are such as 
will no longer cause its benefits to be con- 
fined to one class—the richest class—in the 
community. The company is no longer 


allowed to charge any preferential rates, 
or to give a service to one man and 
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refuse it to his neighbour under exactly 

similar circumstances. The charges are 
limited, and the danger of all the way- 
leaves being withdrawn, at short notice, 
is averted. And, lastly, fair purchase 
terms have been arranged by the State, 
which will prevent us from ever having 
to pay a monopoly price for what we 
have to buy. I venture to say then, 
‘that, judged by the standard which the 
Committee laid down—that Committee 
to whose decision my right hon. friend 
appealed—this agreement is a fair and 
reasonable agreement. It meets all the 
objections which he sees in the existing 
system, and when it is contended that 
it makes our competition a farce, I ven- 
ture to ask, does anyone pretend that 
there is no competition between the 
great railway companies running to the 
North? They are in exactly the same 
position. They agree on their rates to 
the principal places. There is hardly 
any difference in their rates. It is a 
competition of speed suitability, and 
efficiency of service. That is the kind 
of competition that we are going to have 
in the Post Office with the National 
Telephone Company. Having started 
with the very best plant, and the very 
latest and most efficient instruments, 
I venture to think that Londoners who 
join our service will have a service un- 
equalled, certainly unsurpassed, in the 
world, for swiftness, simplicity, and 
security. 


Then, it is said that this agreement 
ought to have been laid before Parlia- 
ment before ratification. That was one 
of the objections cheered from the other 
side of the House, and a word or two 
in reply to it may not be out of place. 
There is really no foundation for that 
'contention, either in substance or in 


fact. The Standing Orders of the 
'House provide that two kinds of 
contracts, and two only, made by 
‘the Postmaster General, are to be 


‘laid before this House for ratification, 
‘and are not to be ratified before 
‘the approval of the House has been 
|received. All other contracts, many of 
them involving large payments of money 
extending over several years, the Post- 
| master General is free to make, and has 
| habitually made, without laying these 
|contracts before Parliament at all. Then 
if you look at the Municipal licenses, it 


a? 
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will be found that this agreement with | as to what the purchase clause is. The 
the National Telephone Company is deputation which came to wait on the 
exactly on all-fours with those granted to | Postmaster General in the first week in 
the great city of Glasgow, to [unbridge | December represented that if the tram- 
Wells, and to other municipalities ; and it | way terms had been agreed to, they would 
has never been suggested that there was| have had nothing to complain of, but 
anything to take exception to in these | that the Post Oftice had involved itself 
licenses, or that there was any reason|in payments far exceeding anything 
why they should be ratified by Parlia-| understood by the tramway terms, and 
ment. Having regard to the fact that— had made a very bad bargain. Now, the 
as I have already pointed out—this| purchase terms in this agreement are 
agreement follows closely the recom- exactly the same terms which have been 
mendation of the Committee of this put into every municipal license, and they 
House, which exhausted the whole sub-| are the terms which were foreshadowed 
ject, 1 say there is even less ground for! by the Report of the Committee of this 
the contention in this case than there} House, and which were contemplated 
might have been in the case of an agree-| and approved of by the Telephone Act, 
ment raising] new principles not within and which were embodied in the terms of 
the cognisance of Parliament, or previ- the Treasury Minute on which the Act is 
ously approved by Parliament. founded and which have been carried 


I come to a more important point: the Out. They are the terms which the 
suggestion that in this agreement we have Company can have in every case wherea 
been befooled by the company ; that the | Municipality com peteswith it, on fulfilling 
Postmaster General and the Treasury, | certain conditions laid down by the Act. 
who are poor, simple-minded people, | Is it to be contended that the Govern- 
unaccustomed to business principles, Ment of this country could insist upon 
were hoodwinked and mi:led by an. certain terms being given tothe National 
istute and powerful Company which is| Telephone Company as in the case of 
peculiarly gifted with the quality of | competition with municipalities, and that 
“slimness.” Well, that is arguable. But| We, ourselves, should refuse the same 
let us look at the terms of the agreement, | terms when it was we who carried on the 
and see how far they carry out thattaunt. | competition? I do not think that any 
There are two principles, two provisions | such contention could be made. What 
—the fixing of rates, and the abolition | are the terms? They are the tramway 
of terminal dues—-which may be said to terms. It is specially provided, in the 
be equally favourable to both the National | words of the Treasury Minute, that no 
Telephone Company and the Post Office. | addition shall be made to the value of the 
The abolition of terminabledues demanded | plant in respect of compulsory purchase, 
hitherto from subscribers desiring to | or for goodwill, or for profits that might 
correspond with subscribers of other have been made by the company from the 
systems in the provinces and vice versa, useofsuch plant. Again, the recommend- 
is a provision which is equally favourable | ation of the Treasury Minute specially pro- 
to the company and the Post Office. The vided that no plant should be purchased 
fixing of the rates is equally favourable to | under any circumstances by the Postmaster | 
both of us. There is no doubt that the |General, which was not at the time suit- 
purse of the State is longer than the purse able for the then requirements of the | 
of a company, and that if we were pre-| Post Office. I venture to say these are | 
pared to spend the taxpayers’ money in | fair terms. They are not unfair to the | 
ruining a company we could hold out the company, they are not unfair to the | 
longest. ButI maintain that to fix rates, service, and not unfair to the purchaser. | 
by agreement, provided they are fair rates, | There is one difference in the wording of ; 
is equally favourable to the Company and | the purchase clause, by the addition of | 
ourselves. Then there are two provisions | the proviso in sub-section 2 of Clause 9, | 


in the agreement which, it is argued, are; which has given rise to some misunder- f 


wholly in favour of the company. They standing? I think it best to say at once j 


are the purchase clause, and the clause that the proviso was necessary, in order § 
dealing with the leasing of wires. There | to fit the terms arranged for Glasgow, i 
has been an extraordinary misconception | while the system of purchase was still in § 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 












100 


fut 
not 
not 
Off 
pre’ 
to \ 
tim 
\ 
agr 
ten 
wit! 
tim 
com 
for 
cha: 
thre 
of | 
the 
Lon 
seri 
end 
mu 
me! 
hon 
sho 
by | 
the 
of | 
hay 
—e) 
wilt 
con 
as | 
talk 
and 
ope! 
our 
fore 
mol 
nect 
this 
retu 
whi 
a | 
seco 
for 
pin 
reql 
sery 
of t! 
two 
and 
pan 
by | 
I 
will 
mit 
that 








1000 
3. The 


on the 
week in 
e tram- 
y would 
of, but 
d itself 
nything 
ms, and 
‘ow, the 
ent are 
ve been 
nd they 
adowed 
of this 
mplated 
ne Act, 
erms of 
e Act is 
carried 
ch the 
where a 
ulfilling 
he Act. 
JFovern- 
‘t upon 
‘ational 
case of 
nd that 
e same 
| on the 
lat any 
What 
“amway 
in the 
that no 
e of the 
irchase, 
t might 
rom the 
nmend- 
illy pro- 
rchased 
tmaster | 
ne guit- 
of the | 
ese are i 
to the | 
to the | 








rchaser. | 
ding of | 
ition of | 

& 
lause 9, | 
sunder- f 
at once | 
n order § 
lasgow, © 
still in § 








1001 


futuro to the existing system. 
not pledge us to buy anything which is 
not suitable for the purpose of the Post 
Office in 1911. It only admits the plant 
previously put down to consideration, as 
to whether it was suitable or not at that 
time. 

What is the alternative to a purchase 
agreement of this kind? It was con- 
tended by my right hon. friend that 
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| 


' exhaustive 


with compulsory purchase at the present | 
| Telephone Company—and that the Muni- 
| cipalities should then allow to the National 


time, with all the liabilities for heavy 
compensation of loss of future profits, 
for goodwill and for compulsory pur- 
chase, we should have had to prepare 
three or four years before the expiration 
of the company’s license for duplicating 
the whole of the company’s plant in 
London, so as to take over their sub- 
scribers when their license came to an 
end. The course we have followed is a 
much more businesslike course, and 
merits the consideration of my right 
hon. friend, who said that this matter 
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It does question, and that our constant object 


has been to carry out what the Com- 
mittee laid down after full and 
inquiry. If they will look 
at page 11 of the Committee’s Report 
they will find that the Committee said 
that in the case of competition the 
National Telephone Company was to 
surrender certain privileges that it had— 
the Committee referred to competition 
between Municipalities and the National 


Telephone Company equal underground 
way-leave facilities with itself, and in order 
to avoid difficulties as to disturbance of 
streets these way-leave facilities should 
be afforded to both by the Postmaster 
General under his statutory powers. 
That was enforced on the recommenda 
tion of the Committee, in the case of the 
Corporation of Glasgow and in the case 
of Tunbridge Wells. Are we to refuse to 


|come under the same terms when we are 


should be treated as a business matter | 


by business men. Take the question of 
the leasing of the wires. 


A great deal | 


of feeling has been expressed that we | 


have come under any obligation whatever 
—even a carefully guarded one—to lease 
wires from the company; but that is a 
condition quite as favourable to ourselves 
as to the company. We are bound to 
take account of future possibilities 
and extensions. 
opening the streets in order to increase 
our plant. The Post Office was there- 
fore bound to put down a great deal 
more plant than was immediately 
necessary for its requirements. But by 
this agreement we secure an immediate 


return on a great deal of our capital, | 
which would otherwise have lain idle for | 


a long time. We have secured, in the 
second place, that any wires put down 
for the company, and leased to the com- 
piny, shall be in accordance with the 
requirements of an efficient telephone 
service, 
of the roads that would be required if the 


two systems were worked independently, | 


and if both the Post Office and the com- 
pany were to be opening the roads side 
by side, 

But that is not all. 
will look at the Report of the Com- 
mittee of this House, they will see 
that this is our Magna Charta on this 


competing inthesame manner! If those 
terms are fair for those great Corpora- 
tions, they are fair for the Post Office when 
it undertakes competition. 


Then it has been urged that in this 
matter we have gone behind the back 
of the County Council and _ other 
local authorities. It has been asserted 
that we have used the County Council 


and then thrown it aside; that we have 


We cannot be always | 


And we lessen the disturbance | 


If hon. Members | 


made an agreement behind their back 
which destroys their rights. The position 
in London is peculiar. The National 
Telephone Company cannot undertake 
any underground work without a licence 
from the Postmaster General, and when 
they have got a licence from the Post- 
master General they still. cannot under- 
take underground work without the 
permission of the road authority, which 
is not the County Council; even then, 
having obtained the permission of the 
‘road authority, they cannot begin any 
| underground work without having first 
obtained the permission of the County 
' Council. Now, between the County Coun- 
cil and the National Telephone Company 
‘there were prolonged negotiations as to 
‘the terms upon which the County 
Council would grant their permission for 
underground work. They began in 1890 
‘and went on for some years, and at 
i different times the terms which the 
| County Council desired to secure were 
2P2 


“ 
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considerably modified and altered. First|not less than eight years. Only in 


of all I believe the County Council only 
desired to protect their own area; then they 
tried to impose way-leave rents with a 
maximum scale of charges, but early in 


September, 1899, they abandoned all their | 


conditions, and stipulated only that the 
conditions, price, and terms of the 
National Telephone Company’s service 
should be the same as those of the service 
which was to be instituted by the Post- 
master General, and that there should be 
free intercommunication between the 
subscribers of the two systems. The 
National Telephone Company refused 
to accept those terms, and in December, 
1899, the negotiations were abandoned. We 
have got from the National Telephone 
Company all the conditions that the County 
Council asked for, and have obtained them 
without any such sacrifices as the County 
Council was prepared to make. I think 
the County Council might allow us some 
credit for not allowing them to barter 
away their rights, which remain exactly 
what they were before the agreement was 
signed. The National Telephone Company 
after the signature of the agreement are 
no more competent to undertake under- 
ground work without the sanction of the 
County Council than they were before. 

I now pass on to the other principal 
provisions. It is provided that there 
shall be free intercommunication — be- 
tween the subscribers of both lines from 
the moment our system is opened ; that 
all favour and preference shall be abolished. 
It will nv longer be in the power of the 
National Telephone Company to exact 
from a would-be subscriber onerous con- 
ditions as to way-leave powers over his 
property as a condition of giving him 
service. These three conditions are wholly 
in favour of the Post Office, or, if not of 
Post Office, of the telephone users, and the 
public whom it is our business to serve. 
Looking at the seven conditions as a 
whole, with the explanations I have put 
before the House, can it be said that the 
agreement is a one-sided agreement, or 
that we have not got a quid pro quot Just 
test the value of one of these items alone 
by the terms of the Act of 1899. Take 
free intercommunication. Under the Act 
of 1899, where competition was set up 
by local authorities inside the area of the 
National Telephone Company’s _ lines, 
intercommunication was made 
inous were the licence granted to the 


co-term- | 
'shares were lower than they were after 


|such cases was the National Telephone 
| Company bound to give intercommuni- 
|eation. And not even then were they 
‘bound to give free intercommunication 
at once, because it was provided that, 
until the subscribers of the new system 
bore a certain proportion to the sub- 
scribers of the old system, the Company 
could make a charge varying from 1d. 
to 14d. for every call from the muni- 
cipal system to its own. So I may 
fairly say, judging from the agreement 
of 1899, the value of free intercom- 
munication was the value of an eight 
years extension of licence to the Com- 
pany. We have succeeded however in 
securing free intercommunication from 
the day our system opens, without any 
extension of licence or any condition as 
to any payment for calls. 


There is one other test that I will take, 
not one—I admit-—-which would have 
suggested itself to me, but one which was 
adopted at a meeting of the County 
Council by Mr. Benn. Mr. Benn said 
on September 19th that the cat was 
coming out of the bag, and that the 
shares of the Nationai Telephone 
Company stood at 39, and on the 
23rd of September had risen to 4}. He 
went on to say that as the scheme came 
out the value of the shares of the Company 
had appreciated to the value of £366,000, 
and that that amounted to a present 
made to the Company by the bungling 
of the Government. Mr. Benn was 
good enough to suggest that we were 
fools; it was left to arev. gentleman 
who followed him to suggest, that we 
were not only fools but knaves, and 
that although he did not like to suggest 
felony, our conduct appeared to him 
very like it. I am not prepared to say 
that the test of a Stock Exchange 
quotation is always a fair test of value; 
there have been many proofs that that 
is not always the case, but if such a test 
is to be taken, let it at least be ad- 
ministered with some degree of firmness. 
The full terms of the agreement were 
not before the public until the Ist of 
December. By the second week in 
December the shares had fallen again to 
34; that isto say, when the full terms 
of the agreement came to be known, the 


Local Authority, if that extension was/ the Report of the Committee ; lower than 
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they were in 1899 when competition | 
was officially announced; lower than 
they were in 1900 when the condition 
of the streets showed to everybody 
that the Post Office was actively prose- 
cuting its scheme; and lower than 
they were in August last when the 
chairman of the Company first announced 
that a satisfactory agreement had been 
come to. 
have not appreciated the shares of the 
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National Telephone Company; the. 
agreement lends no colour to that, 
charge. 


[ apologise to the House for the 


length of time I have taken, but hon. Mem- , 


bers will realise that this is a.rather com- 
plicated subject, and I am anxious that 
they should have the facts before them 
as fully as possible. What is really the 
crux of the whole 
tariff. Is the tariff a reasonable one? 
Iyenture to assert that if hon. Gentlemen 
opposite were ‘satisfied with the tariff 
we should have heard very little of the 

other complaints. The hon. Gentleman 

the Member for West Islington quoted | 
from evidence given before the Committee , 
and from the ~ speech of my right hon. 

friend to show that London could be | 
telephoned at a capital cost of £40 per. 
subscriber, and upon that he based the 

argument that our charges were 
unreasonable and that we could afford | 

to reduce them. 

* Mr. LOUGH: I said the County 
Council had made the same estimate, 
and upon that estimate the County | 
Council were willing to make a charge of , 
ten guineas. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: rT 
think I stated the hon. Gentleman’s con- 
tention correctly, and I accept his state- 
ment, but the County Council based their 
estimate upon the area of inner London 
only, and on a basis of 50,000 subscribers. 
But putting aside that altogether, I am | 
bound to say, in the light of later ex- 
perience, although we originally formed 
the same estimate, we know now that the 
estimate is too low. That estimate was 
put forward several years ago, and 


although it was always felt that "London 
would be very 
I do 


how 


difficult to telephone, 
think anybody realised 
would be the ny 


not 
great 
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'was known, and 


question is the. 
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until the streets were opened. I 
am informed that under the streets of 
the City of London there is a network 
of wires and pipes of every description. 
There are disused gas pipes, water pipes, 
and sewage pipes of which there is no 
record, and of which you are told noth- 
ing until you come across them in the 
course of your excavations. All these 
have to be removed out of the way 
before you can complete the work. 
There have been discovered considerable 
underground cellars of which very little 
all these things have 
largely increased the cost of wiring the 
streets. Under these circumstances we 
consider it impossible to work it out at 
£40 per subscriber, and the capital cost 
has turned out at something over £50. 


the King’s 


Speech. 


* Mr. LOUGH: For how many sub- 
scribers 3 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : That 
calculation was made on the basis of 
30,000 subscribers. 


*Mr. LOUGH: Doesthe hon. Member 
/mean that £50 has been spent for each of 
‘the 30,000 subscribers ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
scarcely understand what the hon. Member 
means. 


*Mr. LOUGH : I wish toknow whether 
the £50 which the hon. Member has just 


referred to was based upon the actual 


number provided for now, or upon the 
whole 30,000 subscribers he has 
mentioned. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: It 
‘is based on the provision for 30,000. I 
am not prepared, however, to say that the 
whole of that provision is absolutely 
finished, but I know that the first section 
is. 


Sir BLUNDELL MAPLE: Does my hon. 
friend mean to suggest that £1,500,000 
has already been spent ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: No, 
I do not think the whole of it has been 
spent up to the present, but what we are 
actually making is provision for 30,000 
subscribers, and. we estimate that that will 
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work out at an average cost of something 
over £50 a subscriber. I must point out, 
of course, that, after all, the capital cost of 
the telephone installation, or the interest 
upon the capital cost of the telephone 
installation, is only a very small part of 
the actual cost of the work, and to base 
a calculation upon what you can telephone 
London for at the capital cost of install- 


ation alone, is to leave out by far the| 


biggest factor in the calculation. I may 
mention that in the County Council 
estimate there was no provision for any 
wires ever being unused. As far as I can 
gather it must be apparent that a very 
considerable proportion of unused wires 
must always be bringing in no return— 
waiting for development to take place. 


* Mr. LOUGH: I wish to say thata 
large sum was left over for that purpose 
by the County Council; I think it was 
£12,000. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : They 
must have put that £12,000 in for other 
contingencies which certainly have arisen. 
Takeanother item in theestimatesubmitted 
to the House of Commons Committee by the 
County Council. 1 am trying to show 
the actual cost to the Post Office, but i 
do not want to weary the House by going 
into too many figures. The hon. Member 


opposite and other hon. Members have | 


asked, why cannot you do in London 
what is done in other towns. They ask 
us to look at the rates in Glasgow, Kdin- 
burgh, Tunbridge Wells, and other large 
provincial towns, and they wish to know 
why we cannot have a service equally 
cheap in London. The objection to that 
argument is that you are not comparing 
like with like. There is no such telephone 
area in the world as that of this Greater 
London, which is covered by the National 
Telephone Company. The nearest example 
we can find isin New York, but even there 
the telephone area comprises a population of 
24 millions, whereas in London we have to 
deal with a population of six millions. 
The mileage area of New York is 20 square 
miles, but that of London is over 600 
square miles. Yet the rate in New York 
is £48, whereas in London it is £17. 
That is the nearest approach we can get, 
comparing like with like. 


two 
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figures in regard to the size of the 
areas and the population. The telephone 
business is different from most businesses 
in that it is subject to what economists 
commonly call the law of diminishing 
returns, and the profits to be made from 
it do not increase in proportion to the 
increase of the business. The expenses 
always grow faster than the business. 
Allow me to give two of the simplest 
'examples I can to illustrate my meaning 
to the House. Assume, in the first place, 
an exchange of 5,000 subscribers, com- 
municating only with each other. The 
working expenses would average £1 9s. 5d. 
per head. If that exchange instead of 
having 5,000 had 15,000 subscribers com- 
municating only with one another, the 
working expenses would be raised to 
£1 12s. 5d. per head. Take a different 
case. Suppose 60 per cent. of the messages 
which those people wished to send did not 
end with their own exchange, but were 
| junction messages, and had to be trans- 
|ferred to another exchange, the cost 
instead of being £1 9s. 5d. would then 
i become £1 16s. 5ds In London from 
'60 to 70 per cent. of the messages 
/are junction messages, passing Over more 
'than oneexchange. They are really trunk 
messages, and ought to be dealt with by 
a special trunk staff. An hon. Member 
in this House told me the other day that 
what his constituents wanted was to be 
| treated in their own borough like a pro- 
_vincial town, perfectly distinct from the 
“rest, and paying £5 5s. per annum as in 
Glasgow. We should be glad to take 
over all his constituents on those terms, 
for they are less favourable than the 
terms we offer. I stated just now that 
from 60 to 70 per cent. of the messages 
in London were junction messages, but I 
will take the lower figure, and put it at 
'60 per cent. Now, if the hon. Member's 
constituency sent one message a day, under 
the system he suggests they would have 
to pay £7 2s. 6d. perannum, as ag«inst 
the £6 12s. on our system. ‘That is to 
say, our system is 10s. 6d. better than 
that which the hon. Member proposes. 
If there isa greater number of messages 








|than one, then our offer Lecomes more 
_and more favourable by comparison. 


There are 
deal too 


Now I come to the rates. 
rates, and a_ great 


I do not know whether the House | much attention is, in my _ opinion, 
quite realises the importance of these | paid to the flat rate, and _ too little 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 
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attention to the toll rate and the| 
variations to which it is subject. | 
There has been expressed both outside and | 
inside the House very great disappointment | 
that we have not reduced the flat rate to | 
£17. I must remind the House in the | 
first place that the £17 rate only applied 
to those who were bound by the five years 
agreement. We have now made that £17 | 
rate applicable to anyone who takes a one | 
year agreement, and we ask of him no} 
greater charge than has been hitherto. 
asked of the man who was willing to bind 
himself for a term of years. There 
were 4,100 subscribers on the National 
Telephone Company’s London system 
paying £20 under one year agreements, 
and to every one of those 4,100 subscribers 
our agreement saves £3 per annum, 
representing a loss of £12,300 to the 
Company, which sum has been saved to | 
the users of the telephone. That is some- 
thing which my right hon. friend must 
not lose sight of. [An Hon. MEMBER: 
Does that embrace new subscribers ? ] 
They are all put on the same basis, 
and we have said there shall be no 
preference, and there must be equal 
treatment for all. As to the new subscribers, 
ifthere was an expectation that the Post 
Office was going to lower the flat rate 
for the universal user, I do not know how 
that expectation could be justified. There 
was no justification for it in the Report of 
the Committee of this House. There is 
absolutely no justification for it in anything | 
that the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture has ever said on this subject. That 
Committee distinctly and clearly stated that 

“For the class of subscribers who have a | 
right of unlimited use and whom almost alone | 
the Company serves, the rates cannot be con- | 
sidered unduly high.” 

In another part they speak of the toll 
system, and they say— 

“The toll system would of course be opposed 
by the subscribers on the existing system, who | 
at present almost monopolise the service, and 
pay a small price for the large number of 
messages they send.” 

How can we go behind the declaration 
of that Committee? I venture to say 
that no Gentleman who sat on that | 
Committee, the Report of which was 
unanimous, has the slightest idea that we | 
should reduce the flat rate. On the) 
contrary, the only criticism that I have | 
heard from the members of the Com- 
mittee, who had all the evidence before 


|done that? 
| express any opinion of my own, let me cal! 


| Bennett. 
‘the County Council, and he was the 


| the first time. 
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them, is that we ought to have refused 
any flat rate at all and to have made it 
one of toll. Under these circumstances, 
I say that there was no case for revising 
the flat rate, and in this we have behind 
us the Report of the Committee declaring 


| that it is not an unreasonable charge for 
-anunlimited user. 


I venture to say that 
when you consider the use which is made 
of a telephone, shall I say by a stock 
broker in the City of London, whose 
telephone is going all day, or shall | say 
by a great railway company, where the 
telephone is in constant use ; when you 
remember that in many of the-e cases a 
subscriber gladly pays a clerk £40 a year 


'merely for the purpose of attending to 


the telephone, then I say that a sub- 
scription of £17 a year for the telephone 
itself is not an extravagant charge. 

Now I come to the toll rate. My right 
hon. friend the Member for the Cty of 
London quoted several passages from 
speeches of my right hon. friend the 
President of the Board of Agriculture. 
I do not know whether he noticed it, but 
my right hon. friend and [ cheered all the 
sentiments to which he referred. We are 
in entire agreement with them, and if 
they represent what he wants, they are 
our policy to-day, just as they were the 
policy of my right hon. friend when he 
made those speeches. My right hon. 
friend then said, as the Committee said, 
that the rates were not unduly high, but 
he felt that, at those rates, the service 
was of necessity the monopoly of the 


‘rich or of the large users, and that 


our object should and would be to make 
a place in the telephone system for the 
little man—to admit the masses to the 


/advantages which have hitherto been the 


monopoly of the classes. Now, have v 
In the first place, before 


attention to the opinion of a gentleman 
whose view will be treated with respect by 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, and especially by 
Members from Glasgow —I mean Mr. 
He isone of the advisers of 


adviser of two other corporations that | 
have mentioned. Writing in the Electrical 
Times on the 9th of this month, he said— 

‘“The Post Office rates, however, bring the 


| telephones within reach cf the London masses for 


For £5 and £1 10s. guaranteed 
| calla—£6 10s. in all—telephones will be obtain- 
| able in the future.” 
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I would call particular attention to 
these following words— 

‘*This is a great fact, and one which it would 
be the height of unfairness to conceal or de- 
preciate.” 

Mr. Bennett has never been unduly 
favourable to the enterprise of the Post 
Office ; he has been a severe critic of many 
of its works and ways. 


certain amount of satisfaction when I am 
able to show that he, with his great ex- 
perience, not only in London, but in so 


many other places, considers that by our | 


rates we have admitted the small users to 
the advantages of the telephone. 


Then let me say, in this connection— 
though I must not dwell on the different 
variations which are possible under the 


schedule of rates—that I do think the | 
arrangements with regard to party lines | 
and extension lines are not worthy of | 
the attention of the House and of, 
An | 
friend of mine said to me in'| 


intending users of the telephone. 
hon. 
the House the other day that he was 
very dissatisfied with our agreement. 
(The case is somewhat similar to one 
already quoted.) He said he had in his 
house a telephone from the National 
Telephone Company at a rental of £10a 
year. When the agreement was signed, 
he was on the verge of having another 
telephone put into his stables at a cost of 
£8 a year. “ But under your agreement,” 
he said, “the Company say they cannot 
do that.”’ I said, “ That is perfectly true.” 
Then he said, “Ah, but we have done 
you in the eye, we have been too clever 
for you. The Company are going to give 
me an extension line, and I shall get it at 
£5." But he had not “done us in the 
eye,” he had done exactly what he ought 
to have done, and what would at once 
have occurred to him if he had looked at 
the rates which we have provided. It was 
just a case in which an extension line 
would be suitable, and personally, instead 
of the hon. Member being so anxious to 
“do us in the eye,’ I would suggest 


{COMMONS} 


I think, therefore, | 
chat praise from him may be taken as praise | 
indeed, and that I have a right to feel a| 
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this question. If they had discovered 
any defect in the agreement it is our 
fault, if they had gained anything under 
the agreement it is their own sharpness, 
and we did not know what we were 
|doing! You must take the agreement 
jand judge it as a whole, with its 
advantages and disadvantages. 

These toll rates of course, are experi- 
mental rates. From the very first the 
Postmaster General has laid it down in 
the clearest possible way that these rates 
are experimental. We have no data on 
which to judge of the uses that will be 
made of the toll rates. I know the rates 
are not prohibitive, because, of the 
subscribers who are now coming on to 
the Post Office system, there are twelve 
at the toll rates for every one at the flat 
rate. But what will be the user no man 
can tell, and there is no evidence on 
which we can form at judgment. All 
that we know, with such little experience 
as we have been able to get in the pro- 
vinces, is that a man, when he pays toll 
on each message, is apt to be extra- 
ordinarily economical in sending messages. 
There is the same difference as between 
writing a letter and writing a telegram. 
When people who have been in the habit 
of sending many messages go on the 
toll rate system, they find that their 
necessities are met with a very much 
smaller number of messages. In justice to 
the taxpayer at large, and in justice to the 
revenue—which is, after all, only another 
name for the taxpayer—we could not, 
for experimental rates, put the figures so 
low, in the first instance, that there was 
likely to be a loss. We were bound to 
err, if we erred at all, on the side of 
caution and security. 

But Ido not think the House knows 
what is likely to be the result, even of 
such rates as we have embodied in 
our agreement. The hon. Gentleman 
opposite said that on the estimate which 
the County Council presented to the 
Committee, they reckoned to be able to 
supply telephones in London only at an 
annual charge of £10. 





that he should look carefully into the, 


distance bet ween his stables and his house, 

and see whether he has got the full benefit 

of the rates and charges laid down in the 

agreement. I quote that case merely 

because it is an illustration of the way in 

waich some gentlemen have approached 
Mr, Austen Chamberlain. 


* Mr. LOUGH: £8 12s. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: An 
annual subscription of £10, 0! which £1 
'would be the Post Oftice royalty— 
‘therefore, at £9, to cover themselves and 
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make no profit. 
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That was for a single | this system has been in force long enough 


rate. There would be no lower rates. | for us to have any data on these subjects, 


There would be no toll rate. It was one 


single tariff. Of course, you cannot have | 
the same flat rate when there is an alterna- | 


tive in toll charges which will be taken by 
all the small users, and when the flat 


rate would be no longer used by any- | 


Under ' 


body except the biggest users. 
our combined flat and toll rates, the 
best opinion the Post Office can form 
is that the average payment throughout 
the London area per subscriber per annum 


will not be more than £8 a year. That | 


therefore is a lower average rate than 
that at which the County Council 
thought they could telephone London 
for. If we have not been sufficiently 
sanguine, if we make more per subscriber 
than we have expected, we should be 
the first to desire and the most willing 
to revise the toll charges to the small 
men, but unless the House clearly ex- 


and by itself in the past, we do not 
think the flat rate ought to be lower to 
the unlimited user. 


My right hon. friend brought this 
matter before the House as a business 
man. He asked for an inquiry into the 
Whole question of rates ‘(as a matter of 
business.”” I put to him whether, with 
all the uncertainty attaching to this 
great experiment—which my 
friend the Postmaster General has called 
“a leap in the dark’’—of the toll rate 
system, if he had been in our place he 
would have felt justified, at the risk of the 


noble | 


| 


! 


we not only will yield an inquiry, but we 
ourselves from the first have decided that 
there must be an inquiry at the very 


earliest moment when such information is 


‘available, and that we must ‘reconsider, 


and, if need be, revise, our rates in the 
light of experience. That inquiry will 


| take place under any circumstances. From 
| year to year the Postmaster General will 


report to Parliament on the working of the 


| system, and the House will get informa- 


tion as to its results as rapidly as we get 
it ourselves. Such an inquiry, as soon 
as there is sufficient information upon 
which to work, will be most useful 
and desirable, aye, and most necessary, 
but it would be useless to set out on it at 
the present time, while all the facts on 
which a judgment could be formed are 
more or less matters of guesswork, and 


oa when such a Committee of inquiry would 
presses an opinion contrary to all that | 


has been laid down by this Committee | 


be unable to find any trustworthy in- 
formation with which to form a judg- 


| ment. 


I hope hon. Gentlemen on both sides of 
the House will see from what I have said 
that the agreement which the Post Office, 
with the sanction of the Treasury, has 
made, is not such a one-sided agreement 
as it has been considered ; and that we 
have got very large and _ substantial 
advantages in return for the concessions 
we have made. I hope it will be felt, 


particularly by my right hon. friend who 


general taxpayer, in lowering the rates | 
tor what is, after all, che richest city in | 


the world. He wants an inquiry into 
these rates. I venture to submit to him 
that un immediate inquiry must be 
profitless. If he were making such an 
inquiry, I am quite certain that, as a 
business man, the first evidence he 


would require for the purposes of his, 


be 
present 
any 


information which 
available to the 
more than to him- 


inquiry would 
is not at 
Post Office 


self. We must have some experience 


ot the working of the system. 
We must have some idea of the proportion 


_ between flat rate users and toll rate users. 
We must have some idea of the amount of 


use that each toll rate subscriber will. on an 
average, make of his telephone. When 


moved the Amendment, after what I 
have said, that we have not been un- 
mindful of the interests of those for 
whom he speaks, and that in the 
measure of our responsibility to the tax- 
payers at large—whom he would be the 
last to suggest should pay in order to 
provide telephones at a lower price to 
London—we have given the most favour 
able terms to the users that our present 
information would justify, that as soon as 
we have fresh facts before us we shall 
have an inquiry to see whether these 
rates can be reduced, and that, if we find 
it possible to reduce them without loss to 
the taxpayers, none will be so glad as the 
Postmaster General and myself. 


(6.30.) 
I have listened with 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) : 


much interest 


‘to the statement of the hon. Gentle- 
|mnan who is responsible for the Post 
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Office in this House. I think that | 
throughout this debate there has been | 
no sign of violent enthusiasm in favour | 
of this agreement. 
man says that the object of the) 
Governmerit was the restriction and the | 
regulation of the telephone monopoly, | 
and assent was given to that remark | 
by a cheer on the part of the right 

hon. Gentleman the President of the | 
Board of Agriculture. All I can say is | 
that if the right hon. Gentleman opposite, | 
when he was Secretary to the Treasury, 

had said that his policy was one merely | 
for the restriction and the regulation of | 
the telephone monopoly he would not | 
have got the assent of Parliament to the | 
£2,000,000 given to him under the firm 

belief that the Government were going to | 
enter into real competition with the 

National Telephone Company. We are | 
told at the very outset by the defenders of | 
this new arrangement that the existing | 
charge of £17 for each instrument is not | 
an excessive charge for each instrument. 

If that had been told us two years ago we 

should have assumed a very different | 
attitude when the right hon. gentleman 

came before us and assured us that this | 
was an iniquitous monopoly, and that he 
and the Government would put it in such | 
a position that the subscribers would have | 
benefits which they had not before en- | 
joyed. 


Address in Reply to 


There are two important questions 
which we have to consider. In thie first | 
place, have the Government carried 
out their promise to the House — or, at 
all events, what was understood to be the 
promise—that they would enter into real | 
competition with the National Telephone | 
Company ! The second point is, should 
we be better off if we had this real com- 
petition? The hon. Member who last 
spoke said that the telephone business 
was one which did not lend itself so much 
to competition, and that, had they entered 
into the class of competition which the | 
House desired and desires now, the result 
evidently would have been cut-throat 
rates, the taxpayers’ money would have 
been squandered, and so on. I can only 
say that the Government elected to take 
up this business themselves. They have 
denied to the Local Authorities the power 


of taking up the business for themselves, | 


which they could have done just as well 
at probably about one-half the cost. I 
Mr. Kearley. 


{COMMONS} 


‘between London 


approach is that of New York. 


| upon it. 
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think the Government are making an 


unfair use of the feelings of the rate. 
payers, when they say that by establish- 


The hon. Gentle-| ing competition they would have been 


squandering the taxpayers’ money, and 
Parliament would have resented that. 
The hon. Gentleman said that competi- 
tion would not be a good thing, but | 
desire to ask hon. Members to allow me 
to put before them, at all events, what 
competition has done elsewhere for the 
consumer. The hon. Gentleman has 
pointed out that competition between 
the Post Office and the Company would 
have necessitated a double subserip- 
tion, and so on. But competition of 
that kind does exist at the present 
time in this country. We have heard 
of the telephone business at Tunbridge 
Wells, where it is in competition with the 
National Telephone Company, and where 
the rates have been reduced in conse- 
quence. The hon. Gentleman has called 
attention to the only comparison which 
he thought fit to make, and that was 
and New York. He 
says that there is no telephone area 
comparable to London, aad the nearest 
He has 
mentioned also that the rates there are as 
high as £40. That is true, but | do not 
desire that that statement should go for- 
ward without making some comments 
What is the state of things in 
America with relation to the telephone 
service? Chicago and New York are the 
happy hunting ground of the telephone 
monoply. The American Telephone 
Company have got a system whereby they 
get the controlling interest in all the com- 
panies which use the Bell telephone. As 
that is the one most cheaply in vogue, they 
have succeeded in getting an absolute 
monopoly of the telephone, and to-day 
their monopoly stands unchallenged. But 
1 would point out that the telephone 
monopoly is not unchallenged in other 


places, and I will show the effect ona | 


monopoly where real competition exists. 
The hon. Member is right in saying that 
the charges in New York are high, and 
this arises because the telephone is under 
the thumb of a monopolist company. 
Not only this, but it is considered a de 
fective service in New York, although we 
might consider it magificent here. Now, 
what has happened where real competi 
tion has been broucht to bear? In the 
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ug an ff city of Pittsburg the American Telephone | necessary that the telephone shall be 
rate- | Company had, at one time, an absolute available to the business man at every 
blish- monopoly, but the great manufac- point, and that the charges shall be 
been § turers determined, come what might, moderate. 
» and § that they would dethrone this monopoly. | | was much struck when I was in the 
that. J At the time that they started their! United States recently at seeing the 
npeti- J second competing company, the American | yniversal use of the telephone, not only 
but I J Telephone Company had 6,000 sub-| in business establishments but also in 
wme § seribers, each paying £25 per year for the | private houses. In an ordinary business 
what § unlimited use of a single instrument. | house of some standing it would not be 
wr the J The Pittsburg people decided to fight the | gifficult to find half a dozen in use I 
| has § monopoly, and they formed a company | saw in a large business house in America, 
tween starting with 7,000 subscribers, all un-| jn the office alone, 120 telephones in use, 
would limited users, and the cost in Pittsburg | and every man had one on his desk. I 
oserip- J was reduced at once to £10 per annum, | go not see why that should not be 
on of for an immediate reduction when they | possible in this country. With these 
resent J came into competition with an indepen- | high charges of the National Telephone 
heard dent company. Those advantages were | Company, which are now supported by 
bridge § not solely confined to those areas, but ‘the Government, we shall never get that 
ththe § they were extended to long-distance users | free use of the telephone which will 
where § by reason of other outside districts coming |make it a great advantage to business 
conse- ff into the organisation, and in this parti | men, Therefore, I will not attempt to 
called cular case—and this is only one of many | criticise in detail the elaborate material 
which § cases which I would quote, and J could | that has been put before us by the 
t was J givea dozen more great cities—there is | Secretary to the Treasury, but, I say, 
. He § osuch thing as measured or toll service | speaking for myself, that we are not 
area J whatsoever. In most of these independ- ‘satisfied with the arrangement, and we 
earest Jot companies, with scarcely an ex-| fee] that the Government have misled us 
le has § ception, they have what we want here, a | altogether. We accepted the assurance 
areas cheap unlimited service. [Ministerial | o4¢ the right hon. Gentleman the Presi- 
Jo not § cheers.|_ Hon. Gentlemen opposite cheer dent of the Board of Agriculture, for we 
zo for- J that statement, but, to use Lord Salis- had an idea that he was a more business- 
ments § bury’s phrase, I am afraid we are jike man than many of his colleagues, 
ngs In § putting our money on the wrong horse. | and when we were assured by him that 
phone J This system of real competition is spread- | he was fully alive to the desirability 
rethe Jing over America. We were misled into | of getting rid of this monopoly, we 
phone J believing that we were going to have | thoroughly believed him. And now the 
phone fin this country also a real competitive | President of the Board of Agriculture 
y they Jsystem, and I for one will never believe. comes here and takes a delight in sup- 
ecom- | that the telephone is not as amenable to | porting the hon. Gentleman who has 
e. As competition as any other commercial en- ‘succeeded him. We either want a real 
e,they J terprise. What we want is to render the | competition, or else we must get rid of 
solute J telephone service as cheap and available the National Telephone Company alto- 
today Jas it is in other countriés with whom | gether. The agreement expires in 1911, 
1. But Jwe have to compete. We desire that and in the few years that intervene the 
phone Jthere shall be an out and out rate for Government ought to get rid of the 
other Junlimited service, which is the only real agreement altogether. To business men 
i on 4 |Jand effective system. The measured or who wish to use the telephone freely, no 
exists. 9 toll system can be shown to be very cheap | system will be of the slightest service 
g that Bin one sense. You may give a man ypless it gives cheap end unlimited use. 
h, and § the telephone, and if he uses it once a Jy this respect the Government have 
under § day it will come as a very cheap invest- failed, and I am not satisfied with the 
npany. @ ment, but what is the good of saying gcsurances which have been given in 
a de that it is very cheap provided you do not regard to some future time. The Gov- 
igh We 9 use it too much! ‘That is the serious ernment have entered into a bad agree- 
Now, 9 defect in the toll system as laid down by ment, and we are to be the victims of it. 
— the Government. If we are to have the We shall, however, keep the matter 
In the advantage of this great invention, it is | alive, and I think the Government will 
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find that at no very distant date there | But, if it was found in three years that the 
will be an open rupture between the | rates were larger than were necessary to 
people who wish to use the telephone | safeguard the interests of the taxpayers, 
system properly and His Majesty’s Gov- | they could be reduced. Mr. Morton went 
ernment. 'on to givean illustration in the city, how 
_competition would result in no benefit to 
(6.45.) Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, | the consumer. He instanced an Electric 
Peckham) said the hon. Member for | Lighting Company. He (Mr. Banbury) 
West Islington seemed to think that | wasa user of electric light, and he paid 8d. 
every one who disagreed with him did per unit, and that was the highest rate 
so from an improper motive. He was allowed by the Board of Trade. Three 
not in any way connected with the | years ago there was a slight reduction, 
National Telephone Company, nor was| but under what Mr. Morton called 
he a user of the telephone. The hon. | effective competition, his charges had heen 
Gentleman who had just sat down did | raised and not decreased. 
not approve of the toll rate, but was| The hon. Gentleman who seconded the 
anxious that a cheaper rate should be | Amendment, and who desired to have an 
given. Speaking as a London Member | inquiry, said that there was no use alluding 
and a taxpayer, and in view of the state- | to the Select Committee of this House, and 
ment in the Report of the Committee that too much had been made of what they 
that unlimited users would receive full | had reported. What was the use of another 
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value for their money, he did not want, 
to see his constituents or the taxpayers 
generally taxed in order that gentlemen 
who were unlimited users—because it 
suited. them and paid them to fdo so— 
should be charged a very low price for 
what was a very useful thing to them. 
He did not think that it was at all neces- 
sary, after the very able speech of the 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury, to go 
into the question whether the agreement 
was good or not, and, therefore, he would 
not endeavour to say anything of the 
advantages which the Post Office would 
obtain from this agreement, but he wished 
to say one or two words about the argu- 
ment on the other side. He had not 
heard a single argument cf value 
advanced against the agreement. The. 
hon. Gentleman who had just spoken | 
thought that the charge for the unlimited 
user should be reduced, the unlimited 
user being the rich user. He had before 
him the report of the conference at the 
Mansion House, which he presumed was 
sent to every London Member. The’ 
arguments advanced at the conference 
were intended to show that the agree- 
ment entered into was a bad agreement. 
What were these? The chairman of the 
conference was Mr. Morton, who was 
some years ago a Member of this House, 
and sat on the other side. That gentle- 
man said that the pulling up of thestreets 
by the Post Office would be a very great 
nuisance, and the result would be that | 
the telephone users would get no benefit. , 


Mr. Kearley. 


of South Africa. 


Select Committee? Because if that re- 


ported against what the hon. Member 


wished, he would not be guided by its 


Report. Mr. Morton said at the conference 


that they did not wish to make this a 
Party or a political matter. The other 
great mover in this matter was Mr. Benn. 
He admired their astuteness in asking the 
Lord Mayor to move the Amendment 


‘to the Address, because they probably 
hoped to get up a more effective opposi- 


tion tothe Government on the question 
of the telephone agreement, and to 
receive a better vote than on _ the 
Amendment to the Address which was 
moved a few nights ago on the subject 
He should like to 
know what view the Radical papers 
would takeif they were to do such a thing. 
It would be said that the Government had 
been defeated on a serious charge. The 
country might be placed in the awkward 
position of haying a Government placed 
in office the members of which were 
unable to agree on the important 
question of the hour. He hoped that 
that every London Member would go 
into the lobby in support of the Govern- 
ment. He believed if they did so their 
constituents would agree with them that 
they had taken the proper course 


(6.50.) Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar: I was sorry to hear the 
tone ofthe hon. Member for Peckham. No 
one on this of side the House has any inten- 
tion to make this, in any sense, a Party 
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question. I think the hon. Gentleman 
paid a very poor compliment to the Lord 
Mayor, when he assumed that he could 


be made a cat’s-paw by Mr. Morton or, 


any other Gentleman. I think we can 
deal with this as a business transaction. 
The hon. Gentleman the Secretary of the 


Treasury promised the House that there , 
would be, so far as he was concerned, an | 


inguiry if at some future time something 
of that nature became necessary ; and he 
seemed to think that was practically what 


weare now asking, and that therefore his | 


proposal ought to practically meet the 
views of hon. Members of the House with 
regard to the Amendment. I certainly 
did not gather that that was the point of 
the Lord Mayor in the speech he made. 
Ithink that what the House desires, and 
what we are entitled to demand, is not an 
inquiry at some future time in regard to 
the charges, rates, and so on, but what we 
want to know is on what basis the Post- 
master General came to this agreement 
with the Telephone Company, and why in 
doing so he did not consult the Local 
Authorities of London. That is the point 
on which the Amendment turns, and I 
think the Secretary to the Treasury in his 
very lucid speech put before the House 
the basis on which the 
General had acted. 


to the question of rates. In making the 
bargain, the Postmaster General had some 


experience and data which he could quite | 


well place before a Committee of the 
House of Commons, and what we want 
to have proved to us on evidence is that 
the Postmaster General and the hon. 
Gentleman, as representing the Treasury, 
have not made a bad bargain, either from 
the point of view of the taxpayer or the 
point of view of the users of the telephone. 
That is what, in our opinion, ought to 
have been the course taken some time 
ago—namely, that the whole thing should 
have been talked over and considered by 
the Local Authorities in conjunction with 
the Treasury and the Post Office. 


The hon. Gentleman, in his speech, went 
into the matter in great detail and in an 
interesting and lucid way. He seemed 
to think that it turned largely on the 
question of the guid pro quo received by 
the Government from the Telephone 
Company. I think there is something 
more than this in regard to the position 
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Postmaster | 
He said he had no | 
data to give toa Committee with regard | 
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| of Members of the House of Commons 
‘on the question. So far as we were 
concerned, the Report of the Committee 
of the House of Commons did give 
the impression and the understanding 
that they were reporting in favour of 
| active and efficient competition. That 
the hon. Gentleman has practica.ty given 
the go-bye to. I think alsothat Members 
of the House were of opinion, from the 
speeches of the right hon. Gentleman 
the President of the Board of Agriculture, 
when he represented the Post Office in 
regard to this matter, that by inference he 
| gave practically pledges to the House that 
there would be effective competition, and 
that we should be able to have tele- 
phones put down at such a price to the 
consumer as would be satisfactory to 
the public. I would say further, it was 
on the strength of the Report of the 
Committee and the speeches of .the 
right hon. Gentleman that this House 
granted the Post Office £2,000,000 to 
begin with the telephone work. 


_ The point wehavetodecidethisafternoon 
_is, whether these proposals of the Govern- 
ment will give an efficient, adequate and 
reasonable telephone service, and whether 
there will be anything in the nature of 
proper competition between the Post 
Office and the Company. The hon. 
Gentleman said there were certain alter- 
| natives to this policy. There are three 
alternatives. One is, that the Post 
Office should take over the whole of the 
| service by purchase, or by starting a new 
system; the second is that of allowing 
| the local bodies, the County Councils and 
others, to carry it out; and there is the 
proposal we have before us this after- 
| noon. The hon. Gentleman was mistaken 
‘in thinking that any Gentleman in this 
| House desired to crush out the National 
Telephone Company by interfering with 
competition. I think that was 
answered fairly by the hon. Gentleman 
| sitting belowthe gangway. The Secre- 
itary of the Treasury said that it would 
be an expensive process — that is 
the matter of price and bargaining. 
What I contend in regard to this matter 
iis, that the Government, having con- 
sidered the position in reference to the 
Telephone Company, have made a bargain 
which has not really represented the 
position they might have taken up, and 
which they had it in their hands to.do. 
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in regard to this bargain. In connection 
with the question of way-leaves there was 
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a weapon which the Government might | 


have used to bring the Company to proper 
and reasonable terms. 
improvements provided for by the agree- 
ment, and which are no disadvantage to 
the company itself, I say that the upshot 
of the whole matter is that the company 
have been largely benefited by the 
agreement which has been made, and 
that the user of the telephone has been 
injured by the bargain the Government 
have made. The Telephone Company for 
the next eleven years are practically 
secure from anything like effective com- 
petition. Practically, the scale of the 
charges of the Company will be almost as 
great in the future as in the past. 
fact there will be no substantial reduction 
in the rates. They will have the full 
power of using the Post Office lines, and 
the full power—to which I strongly 
object—of using our streets in such a 
way as they choose, under the authority 
of the Post Office itself. The hon. 
Gentleman went into some details in 
regard to the question of charges. 
Not being a 
myself, 1 am bound to say | was 
not able to follow him and check 
his figures, or to say whether substantially 
to the small user there will be a benefit. 
But I do not think he met the point 
made by previous speakers in regard to 
the general user, and I would like to hear 
his answer to this. It was put to him 


that at the present moment the general | 


consumer has one telephone at £17, 
and another at £10, or £27 inall. Under 
the new arrangement the charge for the 
second telephone is to be £14. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: If 


the user on one set of premises has two 


telephones on separate wires, because his | 


business is so large that he cannot carry 
it on on one wire, the charge to the un- 
limited user is £17 for the first, and £14 
for the second or subsequent wires. 
if he has one telephone in his office and 


another in his private house, the charge | 


for the office telephone will be £17, and 
that for the house telephone will be £5, 


with 1d.toll charged on every message sent. | 
If he requires two telephones in the same 


house, he will get the benefit of a re- 


duction dependent on the distance—the | 


Mr. Sidney Buxton. 


{COMMONS} 


Apart from the | 


In| 


user of the telephone | 


But | 
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lowest charge for the second telephone 
| being 30s. 


Sm BLUNDELL MAPLE: If there 
were five or six telephones, what would 
the charge be # 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
cannotsayin a single word what the charge 
would be if anyone required five or six tele- 
phones, until I know under what con- 
ditions he required them. If he required 
them on a single wire, the subsequent 
telephones after the first would only cost 
30s. each. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: | am quite 
certain that the explanation of the hon, 
Gentlemen is absolutely illusory. At any 
rate, I am in a greater fog than I was, 
That is an argument for something in the 
nature of an inquiry by a Committee to 
see how these charges are going to work 
out. In reference to the charges then- 
selves I will leave it to experts to 
decide; but I entirely agree with the 
hon. Gentleman’s proposition that the 
charges ought to be fixed at such a 
rate as to pay the expense cf the 
service and the interest on the capital 
outlay, and that there should not be 
anything like the present muddle with 
the Post Office telegraphs. The hon. 
Gentleman said that this business is 
speculative at present, and that the Post 
Office must fix the charges high. To 
that I do not object. But what I object 
to is, that the rates are fixed in order to 
| pay the expenses and high dividends on 
the excessive capital of the National 
Telephone Company. Supposing that a 
Post Office telephone service was being 
started at the present moment, does the 
hon. Gentleman mean to say that he! 
would have to charge these high prices! 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Un- 
doubtedly that is the view—as to 
the rates to be charged in the first in- 
instance—-until we have had_ greater 
experience. Undoubtedly the Post Office! 
and the Treasury would have fixed th 


the National Telephone Company. 
Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Then 1 


not understand the figures which th 
hon. Gentleman gave, because, as my 


same rates had there been no question off 
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hon. friend behind me pointed out, the | Council. I do not think that a proper 
London County Council made an estimate |comparison can be made between the 
of £38, while the right hon. Gentleman, | charges in London and New York. 
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the President of the Board of! Inreferencetowhat the hon. Gentleman 
Agriculture, two years ago, made | said about competition, I confess I do not 
an estimate of £40. The hon. | think he gave the House quite the im- 
Gentleman, it is true, urged that) pression which the Report of the Com- 


in the interval prices had gone up: but, | mittee made on the minds of hon. Mem- 
at the same time, the utmost estimate he | bers of this House, and which the speech 
could make was £50 for each line, andthe | of the right hon. the President of the 


engineer of the National Telephone Com- | 
pany put the maximum amount at £60. | 
The right hon. Gentleman the President | 
of the Board of Agriculture, when dis- | 
cussing this matter some time ago, pointed 
out that the capital of the National | 
Telephone Company was six millions, and | 
that, so far as that capital represented | 
effective service, it could be replaced for | 
two anda half millions. The Chairman | 
of the company, Mr. Forbes, in his evi- | 
dence before the Committee, admitted 
that a million and a quarter or a million 
and a half represented an excessive pur- 
chase money in order to buy out a) 
monopoly. My argument is, that if the 
National Telephone Company are able to | 
pay dividends on their admittedly exces- 
sive capital, by means of their charges, | 
and if the Post Office is able to put down 
a plant at a much cheaper rate, the Post 
Ottice ought to be able to pay sufficient 
interest on their capital, with | 
much lower charges than at present. | 
When the Lord Mayor quoted the| 
figures charged in Paris, Glasgow, | 
and elsewhere, the hon. Gentleman said, | 
with perfect truth, that you must com- | 
pare like with like. But even if we 
allow every disadvantage to London. 
which can be held over a city like. 


Board of Agriculture made. The Com- 
mittee reported that after hearing the 
whole of the evidence they were strongly 
of opinion that without effective com- 
petition the service would be most 
unsatisfactory, and they recommended 
that the Post Office service should be a 
real and effective competition. | The 
Postmaster General said that the rates 
had been practically fixed, that the 
company had the right of using the 
Post Office lines, and that they would 
throw on the Post Office the onus of 


raising the streets; that in all other 


respects there would be open competi- 


'tion, but that there was no other form 


of competition real and effective if these 
matters were taken away. I am quite 
sure that when the Committee reported 


they intended that there should be fair 


and effective competition, and that 
the company should not be consti- 
tuted in any sense a monopoly. 

I am in favour of something in the 
nature of an inquiry being held before 
the door is entirely closed, and I maintain 
that the speech of the Financial Secretary 
to the Treasury has shown that such an 
inquiry is needed. 


(7.15). Mr. HANBURY : As the Report 


Glasgow, I cannot believe that while a | of the Committee of which I was Chairman 
telephone service can be givenin Glasgow | has been frequently referred to, perhaps 
for £5 or £6, the same service should be | | ought to say afew words in the course 
in London more than £7 or £8. The hon. | of the debate. I think the hon. Gentle- 
Gentleman spoke of New York, but I} man who has just sat down was perhaps 
say the charges in New York cannot be | g |ittle too ingenuous. He said that he 
compared with those in London. We) was discussing this question without any 
know that the value of money is very Party motive whatever—-on an Amend- 
much less here than in America, and that | ment to the’ Address! An hon. Member 
in every way the charges in America are | on that side of the House had a very 


higher than here. The hon. Gentleman 
said that the charge for telephones in New 
York is something like double what it 
is in London. Ido not know whether 


he is aware that the tramway charges in 
New York are two or three times higher 


important Amendment down on the 
Paper with reference to General Buller. 
Why did he withdraw that? I do not 
know quite why he did, but the 
reason he gave was that it was quite 
impossible on an Amendment to the 





than those charged by the London County 





Address to debate such a question with- 
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out any Party bias. That argument 
would be equally applicable to this 
Amendment. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: My argu 
ment was that as the Motion came 
from a right hon. Gentleman on that 
side of the House it could;be discussed 
without Party animus. 


Mr. HANBURY: After all, 
an Amendment to the Address, and if 


carried it will be a vote of censure on. 


the Government. 

Now, Sir, one of the principal com- 
plaints of hon. Members is that the 
municipalities have not been consulted. 
One of the great difficulties in dealing 
with this matter is the enormous area 
of the London telephone system. I am 
bound to say that that was one of the 
great faults of the the original system. 
! do not think that the Post Office ought 
ever te have allowed the National 
Telephone Company to have such an 
enormous area, but that being the case 
we have to deal with it as a fact. Would 
it be possible for the Post Office to con- 
sult every one of the authoritiesgin this 
large area of 640 square miles? What 
would be the purpose of doing it ? These 
municipalities, after all, are not in the 
position of an ordinary municipality such 
as that of Glasgow or Birmingham. 
Glasgow or Birmingham the municipality 


controls the streets, and has no check | 


whatever, but there is no one authority 


in London with power to grant way-leaves | 


toany company or person. We must have 
the donble assent of the London County 
Council and the municipality. There- 
fore there is no comparison whatever 
between a municipality in London and 
the municipality of Birmingham or 
Glasgow. Then we have the suggestion 
made that, instead of dealing with this 


subject as it has been dealt with, we. 


should have bought up the company 
at once. That was the suggestion of my 
hon. friend the Member for Dulwich, 
who especially wants the company 
bought up. Surely my hon. friend does 
not recollect the conditions of the 
telephone service at the present moment. 


Nearly the whole of it consists of over- | 


head wires and this system is perhaps 


the worst of any town in this country. | 
and yet my hon. friend suggests that we | 


Mr. Hanbury. 


{COMMONS} 


\should buy up, even or the cheapest 


Telephone Company has 
this is | 


In, 
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| possible terms, a lot of old rubbish which 
ithe Post Office would never be able 
to use. Of all methods of dealing with 
this question, that would %e the most 


| extravagant and the worst 


*Smir BLUNDELL MAPI-E: Does the 
right hon Gentleman th*nk that the 
riade such a 
bad arrangement that it will not be able 
to get back its capital sur by the time 
the lease expires ? 


Mr. HANBURY: That is not the point: 
My hon. friend wants us ty buy up the 
plant of the company in Lendon, and | 
say that it is not worth buying, and that 
if the Post Office were to buy it I do not 
think the public would ever allow them 
to use it. 

I pass from that, and | ow wish 
to ask what was the main object 
which the Committee of which J was 
Chairman had in view. What had it to 
deal with? We hada precarious service ; 
a great deal of the way-leaves ,of the com- 
pany might be terminated at six months 
notice, and we had by no means a per- 
manent service. It entirely depended 
on the way-leaves granted by the persons 
over whose houses the wires went, and 
there was hardly one which six months 
notice to terminate would not put an end 
to. Then again, we had an overhead 
system, which was thoroughly inefficient. 
We had further the fact that it was an 
insufficient service. There is no great 
city in the whole of Europe which has so 
few subscribers to the telephone service 
in proportion to its population as London. 
At present, out of a population of six 
millions there are only between 30,000 
and 40,000 subscribers. Then, it was a 
preferential service, which the company 
could refuse to one tradesman while giving 
it to his competitor. That was a thing 
which the Committee utterly condemned 
Again, we had the fact that the company 
could charge different rates to various 
subseribers. That in the case of a public 
service ought to be put an end to. Then 
we had what was the great complaint of 


' the Committee, that it was a service almost 


entirely for the rich, and that it was im- 
possible for persons who did not use the 
service to any great extent to pay a large 
sum for it, or indeed to be telephone sub- 
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scribers at all. All these things are put an | 
endtonow. Under this system we have 
got a permanent service, with permanent | 
way-leaves ; preferences are done away | 
with; and, above all, we have got a service | 


the various people who might use the 
telephone. We have got a flat rate for 
large users and a toll rate for small users, 
and also a joint service rate for users who 
want to have it at a still cheaper rate, 
and there will be a large number of offices | 
where anyone, whether a subscriber or | 
not, can send a message for twopence. | 
Surely that is a very great advantage. 

But there is another great advantage 
which I think this agreement has rendered, 
and it is this. Until the enormous | 
arca of London, 640 square miles, with a | 
population of 6,000,000, in the very heart | 
of the Empire and the centre of our com- 


for the National Telephone Company to 


it The result weuld be that popular 
pressure would have been brought to 


system at an extravagant price. That 
wasa great danger which the Committee 
had to guard against, and which is 
guarded against most effectually by one 
of the very provisions in this agreement 
which has been most complained of, and 
that is the provision under which the 
Post Office lets out its wires to the National 
Telephone Company. What is the great | 
advantage of that? If the National | 
Telephone Company had to lay these 
wires themselves, we should be open in 
the future to exactly the same danger as | 
Ihave described. Now, these wires being 
the property of the Post Office and being 
only hired to the National Telephone 
Company, if the company were unable 
tocarry on its work, it would be possible | 


an alternative service, to at once step in | 


Company. 


‘jadvantages, with the fact that we have | extent of £300 for £17. 
got an effici ient and sufficient service, and | evidence 
‘the fact that we have got everything the | | per cent. of the users of the telephone 


Committee said we ought to get without | did not use the service more than a 





ithe rates 
/ Lit the flat rate or the toll rate ? Nearly | who only uses the telephone a thousand 


| competition instead of “with competition, 


are too high. 
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which is adapted to the requirements of | 


merce, was dealt with, it was quite possible ; 
ithe House that 
say either that they must raise their rates | 
or that they must stop the service alto- | 
gether, as they could not afford to continue | 


bear on the Government to purchase this | 


| understand my 


of City men, 


for the Post Office, having by that means | 


thousand times in a year. 


What rates ? | therefore, perfectly monstrous that a man 
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the whole of this discussion has dealt with 


the King’s Speech. 


| the unpopular service, viz., with the flat 


rate. That rate is, however, that which 
a rich man pays for almost unlimited user. 
'I am bound to say that the system is a 
thoroughly wrong one. If you apply it 
to the sending of “telegrams or letters, if 
you contract with the Post Office to 


(send an unlimited number of letters or 
‘telegrams for a given sum, you will see 


at once the absurdity of the system. We 
have a further disadva :ntage under this 


| system of unlimited service. * Alt! iough the 


service is supposed to be limited to the 
| particular firm who pays the subscription, 

‘undoubtedly it is greatly abused, and 
we find people who have no right taking 
' advantage of this unlimited user for which 
a man pays £17, and the rest of the sub- 
‘scribers are to that extent cheated of 


| their rights. 


however, to point out to 
it is round the rich 
man’s rate that practically the whole 
battle is raging to-day. We have the 
proposed seryice of the London County 
Council quoted against us, but that was 
entirely for unlimited user: there was 
no arrangement for the smal! user and 
no toll rate. We had from the hon. 
Member for Devonport just now a 


I want, 


| distinct statement that he himself wanted 


unlimited user. I can 
right hon, friend the 
Lord Mayor, representing a constituency 
stockbrokers and others, 
who use the telephone service to an 
enormous extent, taking up the position 
he has. He is doing justice to his con- 
stituents, but I doubt very much whether 
‘the hon. Member for Devonport in fighting 
for this rich man’s service is representing 
the interests of his constituents. Let me 
show what this service is. In the first 
place it is a service under which a man, 
having paid £17, can send and receive 
any number of messages he likes, and 
we had evidence before us, not in 
one case or two, but in several cases, of 


nothing but 


and take the place of the Telephone/a man using the telephone 200 times a 
It is said that, with all these | day, in which case he got value to the 


We had also 


that considerably over 50 


Ts. 26 not, 


2Q 








Address in Reply to 


1031 


times a year should pay exactly the 
ame rate as a man who uses it 200 
times a day? It is all very well fo the 
rich man who pays £17 to try and get 
as much as he possibly can, but that 
is got at the cost of the small subscriber. 
He not only monopolises the exchanges 
in London itself, but he frequently 
monopolises the trunk wires well. 
At certain times of the day, say between 
11 a.m. and 3 p.m., it is almost impossible 
for an ordinary subscriber to get on the 
trunk wires. The hon. Member is not, 
unfortunately, an extraordinary  sub- 
scriber. He is one of the men who pays 
£17 and gets this extraordinary use. 
What sort of a case have these people 
who come before the House on this 
question! They asked for a fresh enquiry 
and they bad a fresh enquiry. The 
Committee have reported that the rate 
is not too high. In fact they get more 
than they ought to have, but they are 
not satisfied. It was when they had an 
insuflicient service that it was said they 
were not paying enough, and now, when 
they have a thoroughly efficient service, 
perhaps the best service in the whole 
world, these men have the audacity to 
cavil at the recommendation of the Com- 
mittee, which said that the price was by 
no means too high, and ask to have 
the service at a lower rate. I go further 
than that, and say it is quite impossible, 
if you are going to have a lower flat 
rate, to have a popular service at 
all. There is a great deal of difference 
between flat and toll rates. The flat 
rate means absolute service, and if there 
is any reduction in the flat rate it will be 
impossible to give the users a toll rate. 
One of the charges against us is that the 
Government have not thrown the service 
open to rich and poor alike. That is 
exactly what we have done. [A laugh.] 
The hon. Member may laugh, but that is 
the fact, and that being so I wish some 
one would go into the constitutency of 
the hon. Member for West Islington and 
explain to his constituents that their 
democratic Member in this House, when 
it was known that these men were getting 
more service for their money than they 
ought, supported an Amendment, the 
very purpose of which was to prevent 
the poor people in this constituency 
having a telephone service. 

Then it was said that I suggested a 


Mr. Hanbury. 


as 
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lower rate. I drew up the Report of the 
Committee. and in the Report it wag 
distinctly stated that the charges were 
not too high. Then how can hon, 
Members suppose that these flat rates 
should be lowered ? 


*Mr. LOUGH: “ Not unduly high.” 
Mr. HANBURY: But we go further, 


we say that the rates are so cheap that 
we have fulfilled exactly the reeommenda- 
tions of the Committee. Then it was 
quoted against me that I put £40 as the 
constructive cost. I did! I based that 
estimate upon good evidence. I based it 
principally on the evidence of Mr. Benn, 
and upon the evidence of Sir Alfred 
Binney, the Chief Engineer of the London 
County Council, and at that time the 
estimate was perfectly sound. At the 
same time, I must make this proviso. It is 
utterly impossible to reckon the cost of 
construction at “per yard.” ‘The great 
element of expense is not the cost of 
construction but the cost paid to operators. 
It is the cost of manipulation rather than 
construction that governs the rate, and 
I am quite convinced that in the 
Post Office service we are paying for 
this class of labour a great deal more 
than we have any necessity to pay. 
When I was at the Treasury we were 
compelled to pay these operators 40 per 
cent. more than they were paid by the 
National Telephone Company, and that 
will necessarily make a large difference. 
With regard to a good many of the wages 
paid to operators of this kind, it is 
difficult for the Department to make any 
change, but I am quite certain that if 
| this matter were taken up by the House, 
the House would insist on these men 
| being paid on a much more businesslike 
| footing than they are now. We have in 
| the civil service a scale by which a man 
gets an increase in his pay every year, 
| because it is assumed that every year his 
| services become more valuable, and with 
regard to many kinds of work the 
assumption is correct, and we have 
actually carried out that principle in this 
case, putting all our telegraphists and 


respect they differ from every other 
servant of the State, because in the 
case of the telephone the operators 
service is no better after ten years 





telephonists on that scale, whereas in this | 
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practice than it is after they have first 
learned their business; but, on the 
contrary, is rather worse because they 
fall off. Well, I say I made an estimate 
of £40 per subscriber for constructing the 
service in London and I adhere to that, 
but that was made in 1899—three years 
ago—and since then we have had two 
very exceptional years; they have been 
years of war, and of course the price of 
labour has been very high, and the price 
of material has gone up; and, above all, 
there is a great difficulty in extending 
the service over London. It is a facet, as 
my hon. friend said, that the 
of London are more difficult to lay wires 
under than the streets of any other city 
inthe world, asphalte and wood paving 
being much more difficult and expen-ive 
to take up than any kind of stone, and 
we must know how much paving has 
extended in London of late years. In 
addition to that, we had the further 
fact that, in order to compete with the 
National Telephone Company, the work 
was hurried on and done by day and by 
night, a large amountof overtime was 
charged, and everybody knows under those 
conditions the cost of construction must 
be much higher. But afterall, what is the 
result when all this is taken into consider- 
ation? The cost per subscriber is only 
£53 ascompared with £40. 

Next it has been said, “ Why do not 
you give as cheap a service as the County 
Council were prepared to give us, a service 
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streets 


of £10.” Well, there are many things to 
be considered. Take the cost of con- 
truction per subscriber according to 


Sir Alfred Binney. According to Sir 
Alfred Binney the cost of construction is 
£38, and the rate of unlimited service is 
£10. On the figures of the County 
Council themselves, if the rate was to be 
£10 on a cost of construction of £38, then 
£14 would be the charge on a cost of £53. 
That brings the cost of service to £14. 
But three things have to be considered. 
I mentioned the pay of operators, but 
there are two other things that cannot be. 


{left out of consideration. The first is that | 


the area with which we are dealing is five 


jtimes as large as the area over which the | 


london County Council was going to give | 
aservice, and we all know the cost of the | 
service is proportionate to the growth of 
thearea. The second is that the London 


County Council was only going to serve 
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10,000 subscribers, whilst the Post Office 
service will be supplied toa minimum of 
30,000 subscribers, and it will be in co- 
operation with the National Telephone 
Company, which already has 40,000 
subscribers. Of course that would account 
for very much more than the difference 
between £14 and £10, but I should like to 
takeitin another way. We are told of the 
great advantages that great municipalities 
like Glasgow and Tunbridge Wells have 
got, and the great facilities they give to 
subscribers Well, 1 hope their 
example will be followed by many other 
municipalities when they see what they 
have done. take Glasgow, and the 
House will see that the London service is 
cheaper than Glasgow. In Glasgow the 
cost to the first subscribers is £18 15s., 
and the rate is £5 5s. 
struction for London three times 
great as that of Glasgow, so that, if you 
muitiplied the rate by three, you would 
get 15 guineas, whereas here it is £17. 


the King’s Speech, 
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The cost of con- 


Is 
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*Mr. LOUGH: In all! these estimates 
the right hon. Gentleman is assuming 
only an increase of capital cost, but an 
increase of cost does not necessarily mean 
any increase in the cost of labour, and 
that is the chief item. 


Mr. HANBURY : I do not quite know 
what the hon. Member means, hut I say 
that the cost in London for construction 
is three times that in © lasgow, and the 
cost of the Post Office service in London 
is a great deal higher than anything in 
Glasgow. [‘‘Not three times. ”] 
area, too, is very much larger, and the 
people who pay proportionately fifteen 
guineas in Glasgow do not get anything 
like the service ; they are not putin com- 
munication with anything like the same 
number of subscribers as those of the 
Post Office system in® London. 

I now pass to another rate, to which I 
attach very much importance, which, I 
confess, I do want to see as low as possi- 
ble, and which I hope in three years, 
when this promised inquiry takes place, 
it will be found possible to reduce. I 
attach the greatest importance to the 
popular service at a tollrate. It is the 
one I believe to be the most paying rate ; it 
is the only fair rate. Surely the proper 
system, and the only system on which you 
can conduct a service of this kind, is 


2Q2 3 


r 
he 
ie 








1035 Address in Reply to {COMMONS} the King’s Speech. 1036 


one under which a man should pay reach of all but the very humblest the 
according to the use he makes of the ser- | advantages of the telephone service, and 
vice. It has been said that I promised | make its use almost as popular as the 
a £3 toll service in London. I cer-| telegraphs or the penny post. 
tainly did offer an obiter dictum for which, Then it is said that I promised competi- 
on looking through the evidence, I can-| tion. It is on this point that the main 
not find any authority. Sir Wm. Preece, charge against me is brought. What was 
the representative of the Post Office, that competition? It was of two kinds, 
mentioned £4. But I am perfectly pre- There was general competition—competi- 
pared to stand by even my own estimate tion in other places than London— the 
of £3. If prices had not risen, if the competition in municipalities, to break 
cost of construction had not been very down the monopoly of the National Tele- 
much higher than was anticipated,| phone Company. That was the great 
viz., one-third higher, my estimate of £3 object of the Committee of which I was 
would actually have been above the mark, Chairman—that there should be at work 
because £3, considering the service has all over the country other services than 
increased in cost by one-third, represents | that of the National Telephone Company. 
£4, and Sir Wm. Preece’s £4 would now | That service was a monopoly, a dangerous 
represent £5 6s. 8d. We have to recollect monopoly, and one that had been abused, 
that even in Glasgow, with its very limited By the Bill I introduced we did start 
area, the toll charge is £3 10s., and, at | competition all over the country where 
the present moment, in 520 out of the! the municipalities chose to take advan- 
640 miles which constitute the London | tage fof the measure, and I am glad to 
area, the rate is exactly the sum I men- say that every day they are taking more 
tioned—£4. My £3 became £4 onaccount advantage of it. We broke down the 
of the extra cost of the service. There-' monopoly of the National Telephone 
fore, for the whole of London, the rate'| Company, and the general competition 
which I mentioned has actually been that we promised has become an actual 
carried into execution, and over ven ae fact. 
of the London area itis considerably less a — 
Ricaeriine weutioned by the’ Post | *M&. LOUGH: Not in London. 
Office official. Sothat whenitissaidthat) Mr. HANBURY: No, no; general 
breaches of faith have been committed, competition all over the country. — 
and ‘‘ promises’ are spoken of, I say that | 
—although they were not promises, but} *Mr. LOUGH: Why not in London} 
mere estimates—they have been carried | - 
out almost to the letter. | Mr. HANBURY: I will tell the hon. 
Not only that, but even under this toll | Member why not in London. The Report of 
system we are giving a service much | the Committee, while it recommended com- 
cheaper than anything I promised. | petition, distinctly stated the purposes for 
Under the party line system it is possible | which that competition was to be carried 
for a man who has only one other sub-; on, and one of those purposes was not 
scriber on a party line to get a service for | to reduce the flat rate, in which probably 
£3, even after the cost of construction has | the hon. Member is also interested. That 
been so greatly increased, while if that | competition was to give a permanent 
small tradesman, working with seven or | service without precarious way-leaves, 4 
eight other tradesmen, or even with only | service without preferences, a service in 
two or three, is content to have a party | which everybody would have a claim to 
line with those others, he can actually get | be served, and where there should be a 
his service for £2, which is, I believe, a| maximum rate. Everyone of those con- 
cheaper rate than is to be found on the! ditions has been fulfilled. Everyone of 





continent of Europe. I say that these | the conditions, for the obtaining of which f 


| . ; : P: 
party lines are a very great advantage, | the Committee said competition should 


that they are cheaper than anything I| be employed, has been satisfied. I ask 
contemplated when I brought in the Bill, | then, if you have everything that compe 
and that if the service is fairly and pro- | tition could give, of what use is competi- 
perly worked, as it will be through the| tion? [A laugh]. The hon. Member 
Post Office, it should bring within the} laughs. Will he give me a reason? ' 


i 
Mr. Hanbury. 
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*Mr. LOUGH: In six months it would 
reduce the rates by one half. 


Mr. HANBURY: The hon. Member 


will keep harping on this flat rate, which | 


[have told him is a rate we will not re- 
duce. I hope that the inquiry which has 
been promised will be limited to the toll 
rate, and that under no circumstances 
will the flat rate be réduced. 


*Mr. LOUGH: £10 ought to be enough 
in London. 


Mr. HANBURY: What other argu 
ment can the hon. Member adduce in 
favour of competition % 


*Mr. LOUGH: There is no other argu- 
ment. 


Mr. HANBURY;: No; there is no 
other argument. The hon. Member has 
given his case away entirely. We have 
in Londoneverything that competition can 
give us, and the hon. Member says there 
is no other reason. Then why in the 
world should we have competition? Ican 
give very good reasons why we should 
not have it. Inthe first place, if we 
had it, the National Telephone Company 
would still be the old unregulated com- 
pany it was before; it would still give the 
old inefficient service; it would never 
have had the way-leaves it will now have 
to start an efficient service; and you 
would have had in London, competing 
side by side, two separate services. Would 
that have been to the advantage of the 
people of London ? 


*Mr. LOUGH: Yes, tothe great advan 
tage. 


Mr. HANBURY: It would be all very- 
well for the rich men who could afford to 
beon both services, but there are a large 
number of people who would greatly object 
to have to be on two services. Instead of 
halving the rates, as the hon. Member says, 
it would have doubled. them, because, 
if any man wished to be in communica- 
tion, as he is now, witu the subscribers in 
the whole of London, ho would have had 
to subscribe to the two systems; there 
would have been no inter-communication. 
Hon. Members say there is no competi- 
tion. There could have been two kinds 
of competition in London, 
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There might | 


1038 


have been a competition of cutting rates, 
cutting rates at the cost not of the people of 
London only, but of the taxpayers through- 
out the whole of the country. Why should 
the taxpayers of the country contribute, 
not to give Londona good telephone service, 
which it has at the present moment, but to 
drive the National Telephone Company out 
of existence? I do not know why the 
National Telephone Company, when it 
gives an efficient service, such as it is going 
to give now, should not be treated just as 
fairly as a corporation or any other body. 
I could understand all this prejudice 
against the company in its old days, when 
it was an unregulated monopoly; but 
when it is tamed and harnessed, as it has 
been by the Post Office, I cannot under- 
stand the feeling. I venture to say that 
if the Post Office had inaugurated 
the kind of competition which hon. 
Members opposite want for their own 
selfish purposes, to reduce the flat rate— 


the King’s Speech. 


Several Hon. MemBers : Order, order ! 


Mr. HANBURY: But it is so, there 
is no “Order” about it. I say it isa 
selfish claim to make. All they want is a 
flat rate service. The service of the 
London County Council was an unlimited 
service at a flat rate, which only rich men 
could enjoy. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
But the right hon. Gentleman said 


more than that. He said that these two 
hon. Members behind me were arguing 
for this benefit for their own selfish 
purposes. 


Mr. HANBURY: I admit not for 
their own selfish purposes, but certainly 
for the class who make this unlimited use 
of the telephone at the present moment. 


Mr. KEARLEY: As regards myself, 
who may be taken as typical of a class, 
I would not use the telephone service as 
now offered if it was given me for 
nothing. 


*Mr. LOUGH: As the right hon. 
Gentleman has challenged us, I may say 
that I complained just as much of the 
the lower rate which the right hon. 
Gentleman is defending, as I did of 
high rate. I say that in essence it is a 
higher rate than the £17 rate. 
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Mr. HANBURY: As to the remark| its present subscribers, to give them 


of the hon. Member for 


Devonport, if | quite as good a service as that rendered 


he would not take as a gift what I} by the Post Office itself. 


believe is going to be the best service 


| 


in Europe, with the newest appliances | 


furnished by the Post Office, he is very 
much less wise than I have hitherto 
taken him to be. 


Mr. KEARLEY: 
of it. 


I have had experience 


Mr. HANBURY: As I 


there are kinds of 


have said, 


two competition 


possible, and if the Post Office had gone 
in for a competition of cutting rates 


g 
they would have stood a very good 
chance of any rate, 
of having to carry on the competition 
at the cost, not of the peo} le of London 
alone, but of taxpayers throughout 
the country. In my opinion the Post 


Office have taken 


being beaten, or. at 


1 
Lie 


much wiser course. 


They have started competition of a 
kind which will be of the greatest 


possible service to the telephone users of 
London, and they will carry on 
at an advantage. A competition of 
cutting rates would have been carried 
on by the Post Office at a great dis- 
advantage, because they no sub- 
seribers, and the National Telephone 
Company was in possession of the field. 
But when it is a competition as to who 
should give the efficient service 
at the same rates, the Post Office start 
with a great advantage, compared with 
The plant of the National 
Telephone Company in London at present 
is a bad plant, and one which a munici- 
pality, putting it down for the first time, 
would never 


which 


7 1 
nad 


more 


e allowed to use; whereas 
the plant that the Post Office is going 


to use is perhaps the most efficient that 
has ever been put at the service of any 


municipality or city, either in this 
country or on the Continent. The 
Post Office therefore starts with this 


great advantage, that it is competing, 


with a new and most efficient service. 


against a company which has an 
inefficient service, the rates being 


the same. Who can doubt that ina con- 
test of that kind the Post Office must 
come off the better of the two? And 
if it does not come off best, at any rate 
there is every inducement to the National 
Telephone Company, if it is even to keep 


I have spoken already with regard 
to way-leaves. There-has been some 
complaint that the Post Office has 


transferred its powers of way-leaves to 


the National Telephone Company. I 
have said before, and I say again, that if 
that had been done the National 
Telephone Company operating alone in 
any municipality, there would have been 
no justification whatever for a step of 
that kind. I think the way-leaves of a 
municipality ought to be regarded. Take 
Glasgow. I would never have been a party 
to the Post Office tearing up the streets 
of Glasgow for the sake of the Tele phone 
Company. But in London we are in a 
totally different position from any other 
municipality. Surely the case is wholly 
different. Inthe first place, there is no 
one body which can grant way-leaves ; 
and then we are giving powers to take 
up the streets, no doubt, for wires which 
will he used by the National Telephone 
Company, but for which a rent will be 
paid to the Post Office, bringing in a 
revenue to the country. 


to 





At the same 


time, the Post Office will have an absolute 
veto upon any wires being put into the 
streets which will not be of service to it 
in 1911, and every one of the wires which 


have been put down under these way- 
leave powers will be just as available to 
the Post Office in 1911 as i they had 
been put down now by the Post Office. 

[ think I have now touched upon most 
of the points which were left untouched 
by my hon. friend, and I want the House 
to come back to the consideration with 
which I started. What is the battle that 
is being fought in regard to this matter? 
It is not a battle to give a cheap and 
popular service. That has been admitted 
by hon. Members opposite. 


*Mr. LOUGH: No. 


Mr. HANBURY: The hon. Member? 
for Devonport stated that what he 
wanted was a flat rate service, an un- 
limited service, and no other service what- 
ever. 


Mr. KEARLEY: I beg to say, if ! 
may interrupt the right hon. Gentleman, 
that I said nothing whatever of the kind. 
I said that no efficient telephone system 
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could exist unless there was a low rate | 
and an unlimited user. I quoted the | 
case of Pittsburg, where a company had 
amonopoly, and where competition was 
instituted with beneficial results. 


Mr. HANBURY: I will not take up 
that argument of the hon. Member, al 
though a great deal has been said by the 
hon. Member for West Islington also in 
favour of a low rate. I will take some 
one much more important than either 
hon. Member — namely, the London 
County Council. The service which the 
London County Council was going to give 
was an entirely flat rate serviee. There 
was no toll service at all; and, therefore, 
the service which the London County 
Council was going to give was a service 
of unlimited user for the rich man, as 
against the service which is now being 
offered. hac is the clear-cut 
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issue 
between the two sides of the House on 
this matter. Those who have argued 
the case on the other side have expressed 
their desire for low rates with unlimited 
user. The Government have taken 
exactly the opposite view —high rates 
with unlimited user, but low rates for 
the smajl man who cannot afford to pay 
the unlimited user rates. I believe that 
those who argue in favour of the former 
view are greater enemies to a good and 
eflicient service than even the National 
Telephone Company itself. And now 
that they have got under this system 
even lower rates and a much more 
efficient service than they have at the 
present moment, I ask the House to 
refuse their request to give them a 
cheaper service at the cost, not only of 
the poorer man, but of the general tax- 
payers of the country. 


“Sir JOSEPH DIMSDALE: I thank 
the Secretary to the Treasury for his very 
able speech, in which he has promised, 
as | ynderstood him, periodical inquiries, 
and that the first inquiry shall take place 
prior to 1905, I believe I understand 
the hon. Gentleman aright ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN as- 
sented. 
*Str JOSEPH DIMSDALE: In these 


circumstances, I would ask the permission | 
of the House to withdraw my Amend- 
ment. [Opposition cries of “No.” 

(8.14.) 
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(8.44.) Captain NORTON (Newington, 
W.) said that when hecame down to 
the House that day, he had no intention 
of taking part in the discussion, knowing 
that there were many hon. Members far 
more thoroughly acquainted with this 
question than he was, and far more 
capable of dealing with it exhaustively. 
But in the course of the debate, two 
speeches had been delivered fromthe Front 
Government Bench by the present and 
the late Financial Secretaries to the 
Treasury, in which an attempt had 
been made to make this an absolutely 
Party question. Now, this matter ought 
not to be placed before the House from 
a Party point of view. There could be 
no question which could possibly be less a 
Party question, although it might be 
a London question. it was for that 
reason that he had risen to offer a few 
remarks to the House. 

The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for the City of London made a number 
of definite statements, a few of which 
only had beenanswered ‘The right hon. 
Gentleman said that the House had 
granted some two millions of money in 
order to inprove the telephonic com- 
munication of the country at large, and 
presumably that London was entitled to 
its share of that. ] 


the King’s Speech. 


TT 7 
rie wantea to Know 
how that money was spent. 


(8.46.) Attention called to the fact 
forty Members 


that there were not 

present. House counted, and, forty 

Members being found present— 
Captain NORTON, resuming. said that 


the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
the City of London, stated that the Post- 
master General had done nothing, in his 
opinion, to improve matters, and he spoke 
of local traders being badly treated and 
in practically a worse position than ever. 
Then the right hon. Gentleman asked 
why the Local Authorities were not con- 
sulted, and the answer was, because there 
was no one authority able to deal with 
the streets of the entire Metropolis. 
Surely that was a direct imsult to the 
municipalities throughout the area of 
London. Although his hon. friends had 
strenuously opposed the formation of those 
municipalities, still everyone would be 
prepared to admit that they had done 


their work well, and that a large number 








. 
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of excellent business men had been | question of the entire telephonic com- 
attracted tothem. If any bodies in the munication of London never came before 
Metropolis ought to have been consulted | it. As for saying that his hon. friend the 
they were the Borough Councils, and | Member for West Islington was fighting 
perhaps, more especially the City of | the battle of the rich as against the poor, 
London. The people of London, as a | he thought his hon. friend’s constituents 
whole, thought that they had not been | would be very much astonished if they 
fairly treated by the Government in| heard any such statement. The toll rate 
connection with the questicn. Rightly | was £6 10s., and ld. per call. 


or wrongly, they thought that the’ asildeae a al 
Government, he would not say had | Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 


entered into collusion with the Tele- | rate of £5, and Id. for each message, with a 
phone Company, but that the Govern- | ™inimum of £6 10s ; but that carries 
ment had dealt very tenderly with the | with it the right of 360 calls. 
company, and had endeavoured to make | Gaprayy NORTON said that did not 
things smooth for it at the expense sjter the fact that it was a very dear 
of the interests of the people of London service, and that a small trader using the 
at large. He thought the people of telephone in an_ unlimited manner 
London would resent that, and he would _. 7 : 
: ; might have to pay £20. 

be very much astonished if any hon. | 
Member on the other side representing’ Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
a London constituency did not vote for Then he would take the flat rate. 
the Amendment. The promises of the 
late Secretary to the Treasury had been} Captain NORTON said that he took 
alluded to, but the right hon. Gentleman ‘it that the Secretary to the Treasury 
now said that they were estimates, not admitted that in certain conditions the 
promises, although they were led to toll rate was a dear rate. ‘Then, some 
expect, and indeed believed, that they difficulty between inner and outer London 
were promises given in good faith, and had been referred to. Of course it 
that they would be carried out. Thelate was quite true that in dealing with 
Secretary to the Treasury admitted that | such a large area the expense would 
the London service was a,bad service, | naturally be considerable, but after all, 
and that the plant of the country was‘ the majority of the London Members 
extremely bad, yet the Post Office had were more directly interested in the 
given way-leaves tothis company. The inner area, and they were certainly 
point that Londoners looked to was, that | under the impression that they would 
broadly speaking they were not in a, have a cheaper service to that now 
better position as regards telephonic offered to them. ‘The late Secretary to 
communication than before. If the the Treasury admitted that the Com- 
company’s service was bad, and if its) pany’s service was notoriously bad, and 
plant was bad, why was it that the he drew a comparison between London, 
Government supported it and assisted it with, above all places, the City of New 
by every means in its power ? York. But the right hon. Gentleman 

It was said that the London County must know perfectly well that wages 
Council was only prepared to deal with | were much higher in New York than in 
flat rates, but the London County Council London, and that New York had up till 
never took into consideration any other recently been controlled by Tammany. 
but flat rates. It was the only question | He ventured to say that the service in 
before them. How could it be supposed | New York was as cheap as in London 
that the London County Council, which and, moreover, it was acknowledged that 
was an extremely popular body in London, it was more efficient. The late Secretary 
would ventureto deal only with rates to the Treasury also admitted that the 
which effected the rich man, and leave toll Report of the Committee »romised 
rates, which were practically the popular competition, and the right hon. Gentle 
rates, untouched? The right hon. Gentle-| man now asked if it was desired that 
man knew very well that the London, the Company should be crushed out 
County Council never took into considera- | of existence. No one had ever asked 
tion any rates other than flat rates. The, that. Then the right hon. Gentleman 





Captain Norton. 
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debate the Conference which had 


asked if it was desired to buy out the 
Company, but if the Company were taken place with regard to this 
be bought out, it should be purchased | matter would be continued. There were 
on the basis of the right hon. Gentle-| a great many things which required to 
man’s own statement that its plant| be threshed out. No doubt his right 
was rubbish. Then the right hon. | hon. friend had promised, with the best 
Gentleman asked if they desired a rate- | intentions, at the request of his great 
cutting competition at the expense of| municipality, to bring forward this 
the country at large. In his opinion| Amendment with the Address, but his 
there was no necessity to crush out the! action was a mistake, because Gentlemen 
Company or to buy it out, or to enter| who sat with him on the Conservative 
into a rate-cutting competition. Inas- | side, while recognising the importance of 
much as the Post Office authorities had | telephonic communication for London, 
the Company practically in their hands, | were unable to vote for this inquiry. If 
they could deal with it astheyliked. The | they did, and succeeded in obtaining it, 
complaint in London was that telephonic | they would be turning their own Govern- 
communication was very little better and | ment out. The real grievance was that the 
very little cheaper than it was before, ; Government had, through the Post Office, 
The present Secretary to the Treasury | entered into an agreement with the 
spoke of being in the hands of the National Telephone Company, and had 
Company, but he failed to see how that | treated hon. Members as it they were 
was. Again, the hon. Gentleman asked children. Right hon. Members came 
how they were to deal with a Company forward and told them that the National 
which was so powerful. The hon. Telephone Company did not understand 
Gentleman must know very well, with | the length of their contracts, and did not 
that knowledge of buisness which he | kiow how to take care of themselves. 
possessed, that it would have been a very If the Post Office had bought out the 
easy matter for the Post Office to have National Telephone Company last year 
got 60,000 subscribers had they entered | they would have obtained a service for 
into competition with the Company, but the Post Office and the telephone users 
apparently they had no desire to do any- @ great deal more cheaply than they 
thing of the kind. The question which in- wouldever get it now. It was the case of 
terested Londoners—the point whichcame the Water Companies overagain. By an 
home to them upon which they wanted agreement with the National Telephone 
information —was what had been done Company, the Government were enter- 
for them without their being consulted. ing into an agreement which was sup- 
They had not been consulted, and they posed to run out in 1905, As a fact, the 
contended that had they been they could National Telephone Company had a right 
have made a better bargain with the | to go enuntil 1911. The National Tele- 
Company than had been made through phone Company’s Directors, clever men of 
the Post Office. There had been an. business that they were, had protected 
attempt to play off the country Members themselves most thoroughly, and the price 
gainst the London Members. London | the Company would charge, 1a bought 
paid a far greater share of the £2,000,000 out before then, would be sufficient to 
granted for this purpose than the Teturn all their capital to the share- 
country. Londoners were better en-, holders, with 6s. or 7s. besides. From 
titled to telephonic communication than | beginning to end it basis the Water 
any other part of the United Kingdom, | Companies over again. Unfortunately 
because London being the centre of this was not alone the case with 
the Empire it was of far greater moment telephones; the same happened with 
to the country at large that the | Tegard to the telegraphs and everything 
telephonic communication there should | which the Post Office took in hand, the 
be perfect. It was no Party question | T¢4son of it being the connection of the 
though it was a London question, and Post Office with the Treasury. The 
he trusted the London Members would | Post Office was an important business 
Ste in favour of the Ameiment. establishment and should be managed 

* (9.30) Sirk BLUNDELL MAPLE with a separate capital account as all 
expressed the hope that after the | aree businesses and companies were 
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It had no business to be attached to 
the Treasury. The Post Office should be 
a separate Department for telegrams and 
telephones, and be managed in a business 
manner, and then there would be perfect 
knowledge of what paid. The whole of 
the proceeds of the Post Office went into 
the Exchequer, and they had to go cap 
in hand to the Exchequer if they 
wanted money for any business purposes. 
They knew very well what the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer would say if 
they went and asked for £3,000,000 to 
buy out a company like the National 
Telephone Company ; he would say: “I 
cannot afford the money.’’ He was 
perfectly certain that at the present 
moment the money which the country 
received from the Poat Office as profit 
was £3,750,000, and if the Post Office 
was run on business lines it would be 
greatly increased. The whole thing was 
unbusinesslike from top to bottom ;;they 
were throwing money away every day. 
The Post Office was not worked like a 
business 
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concern. They could as 
easily take stock as any other 
business, and if that were done 


the nation at large would benefit, because 
they would not then have to pay a tax 
out of intereommunication, and would 
have their telephone, telegraph, and letter 
service cheap. The way in which the 
Post Office worked their telephone 
service—he had told the tale before—was 
to charge £65 a year for it where the 
National Telephone Company charged 
£35, and then, as a result of that, the 
time came when the Post Office took 
down all their telephone poles and the 
National Telephone Company put up 
theirs, and the Post Office service stopped. 
A more unbusiness like proceeding for a 
great nation of shopkeepers he had never 
heard of. The large users of telephone 
service did not complain to the charge 
of £17, and the right hon. Gentleman 
was quite wrong in supposing they did, 
but what they did say was that if the 
telephones were worked on business lines 
they would get for £10 that for which 
they now paid £17, and the people would 
get what they wanted at the price they 
should pay. That complaint had arisen 
because the Postmaster General had 
entered into a contract, which, instead of 
buying out the Company and taking over 
the service which ought to have been 
Sir Blundell Map ¢ 
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|done, had bound the country to pay a 
price which would leave a good profit to 
'the National Telephone Company for 
years to come. The Postmaster General 
and the permanent officials did not under- 
stand the question. He fully recognised 
that the telephones, the telegraphs, and 
the boy-messengers, should not belong to 
the County Council; it was right and 
proper that they should be worked 
through the Post Office. But the people 
of London had a right to expect the 
Post Office to manage those Departments 
as cheaply, at any rate, as the County 
Council would do. The telephone question 
should be taken in hand in a business-like 
way and dealt with accordingly. He 
would give an instance of the manner in 
which the Post Office authorities managed 
their business, but the House would 
understand that he did not mention it 
because he happened to be connected 
with the invention. There was a calcu- 
lating and registering machine, used by 
all the large banks in England, which 
would be of great use in certain depart- 
ments of the Post Office. By its use, 
the number of clerks required would be 
very considerably reduced, and the con- 


the King’s Speech. 


sequent saving would be enormous. The 
machine was submitted to the Post Office, 
but they were unable to make use of it 
because the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would not allow them to have the money 
necessary for the purchase. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
remarks of the hon. Member are not 
very germane to the question under 
discussion, but I will undertake to say 
that if the machines were not used it 
was not because the Treasury refused 
their sanction. 

Mr. HANBURY: ‘This matter 
brought before me when I was at the 
Treasury and represented the Post Office. 
We found that although these machines 
might be serviceable to banks, the work 
at the Post Office Savings Bank was not 
of the same description, and the machines 
would be of practically no use to the 
Department. I was very anxious to have 
them introduced, and if I could have 
| found any purpose for which they would 
have been serviceable, they would have 
| been introduced. 


Sirk BLUNDELL 
continue his speech. 


was 


MAPLE rose to 
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*\Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I must 
say that the observations of the hon. 
Member at present are germane rather 
to the Post Office Vote than to the 
question of telephones. 


Sik BLUNDELL MAPLE said _ he 
was endeavouring to point out that the 
reason telephones were not being pro- 
perly looked after was that they were 
in the hands of the people who had acted 
in the manner he had described. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
hon. Member might argue the question 
of postmen's wages on the same ground. 


SIR MAPLE said the 


BLUNDELL 
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The | 


right hon. Gentleman himself did refer | 


to the diiferent wages of the employees. | “©, vets *) 
3 | had we to offer in order to get subserthers 


What he wished particularly to refer to, 


however, was the unbusinesslike way in | : : 
: 'a vastly superior service, an 


service, at lower races, and there 


| 1 Wea . . . 
which the Post Office, especially in its 
] } . ‘5 i 
telephone department, was now carried 


on. The question had been dealt with 
in the debate on altogether a wrong 
basis. All things considered, the agree- | 
ment was perhaps as good an arrange- 
ment as could have been made, but the 
arrangement afforded an expensive way 
of getting telephones. If the Post Office 
took over the system and worked it 


economically in a businesslike way, the 
people of London ought to be able te get 
telephones at nearly one-half of the rates 
now proposed, He hoped the Lord 
Mayor would withdraw his Amendment, 
but he also hoped that the London 
County Council and the Metropolitan 
boroughs would persist in pressing on 
the Post Office the importance of buying 
out the National Telephone Company. 


*(9.20.) Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN 
(Kent, Tunbridge): I to speak in 
this debate for two reasons. 


rise 
In the first 
place, I represent a town which is one 
of the in the United Kingdom 
which has set up a Corporation Telephone 


Wo 


Service of its own under the Act of 
1899; and, in the second place, I was a 
member of the Telephone Committee, 


of which my right hon. friend the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Agriculture was 
Chairman. Remembering the way the 
nght hon. Gentleman presided over 
that Committee, and his anxiety to estab- 
lish an entirely different state of affairs, 
I confess I listened to his speech to-night 
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with some disappointment. I have also 
read, with considerable disappointment, 
the agreement which has been made. I do 
not say that there are not some very good 
things in the agreement. We must not 
condemn it wholesale. No doubt inter- 
communication, which has been secured, 
is a very good thing, but I would not put 
it was as neces- 


the King’s Speech, 


its advantages too high. 
sary for the Nationa] Telephone Company 
as. for Post Office to get inter- 
communication. 


the 


Mr. HANBURY dissented. 


iF FITH BOSCAWEN : I think 
tedly. For what would have 


The Secretary to the Trea- 


Mr. 
SO, undoub 
happened 1 
sury, in his very able speech, asked, “If 

intercommunication, what 


9? 


ftp 
rh 
} 


we had not 
had to offer 
underground 
is no 


[ say that the Government 


doubt that, if they had not given inter- 


| communication to the National Telephone 


Company, they would have obtained a 
very large number of the Company’s sub- 
seribers—a number which would increase 
as their agreements and the 
(', anw , Id have bee rary le “Ce 
Company woul lav < een very large 
Therefore I say that 
is good, it 


expired 


losers. 


pecuniary 
although intercommunication 


is not an advantage only to the Post 
Office, it is equally an advantage to the 


Company. 

My right hon. friend suggested that 
if intercommunication had not been estab- 
lished, people would have had to pay 


double rates, they would have had to have 
the Company’s instrument at £17 and also 


the Post Office instrument at £17. Does 
the right hon. Gentieman wish us to 


believe that competition of that sort 
would not have led to any reduction of 
the rates? If so, it would be the only 
example of competition that I have ever 
heard of that did not have that result. 
In Tunbridge Wells competition, without 
intercommunication, has led to such a 
reduction of rates that a person can have 
the instruments of both systems in his 
house for less than he previously had to 
pay the Company alone. The charge of 
the Company for unlimited user was £10 
a year, to communicate with about 200 
subscribers. Now, for £9 17s. 6d. you 
‘an have the instruments of both the 
Corporation and the Company, and you 
can communicate with something like 
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1,200 people. Comparing what we have 
been able to do in a small town like 
Tunbridge Wells, with what the Post 
Office have been able to do in the great 
City of London, I rather think we have 
made a better bargain by competition 
without intercommunication, than the 
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Government have made by co-operation | 


‘ 


with intercommunication. 
One other good thing in the agreement 
is the establishment of the toll system. 


article of luxury, but a thing that rich 
and poor alike may possess, 
objection I have to the arrangement is 
that the rates are too high. That really 


The only | 


is the essence of my charge against the | 


agreement. I think the Post Office were 
right to make an agreement; I think 
that on the whole co-operation is better 
than competition; but I do not think a 
good bargain has been made. The 
Secretary to the Treasury asked whether 
it was likely that the Treasury and the 
Post Office, being business people, would 
make a bad bargain. If we consider the 
history of the Post Office with regard to 
telephones, I do not think we should give 


them a very businesslike character. 
They began by ignoring the matter 


altogether; then they proceeded to 
grant licences for unlimited competition 
—a very bad thing. The result was that 
many licences were procured simply for 
the purpose of being bought out, no 
works were constructed, and, as a con- 
sequence, the capital of the National 
Telephone Company was enormously 
swollen. Thenthe Post Office proceeded 
to abolish unrestricted competition, and 
allowed the uncontrolled monopoly of 
the National Telephone Company to 
grow up. That again was a bad thing. 
The consequence has been that, in the 
matter of +l» hones we have lagged 
behind almost every other country in 
Europe. Now, when we thought a better 
time was coming, they have entered into 
this agreement with the Company—a 
company who certainly might be called 
“slim ” in their business methods; I do 


not mean to say anything unjust or un- | 


fair, but simply that they know how to 
look after their own interests—and I am 
bound to say that once again the National 
Telephone Company has the better of the 
bargain. The policy of the Post Office 
in the past has been in some respects a 
Mr, Griffith Boscawen, 
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most unprogressive one. We had evi- 
dence before the Telephones Committee 
that for years and years the Post Office 
discouraged the telephone because they 
were afraid it would interfere with their 
telegraph receipts. A more reactionary 
or unprogressive policy I cannot imagine, 
and when I look at the rates to which 
agreed on the present 
occasion I am forced to think that 


t | they are still rather afraid of the tele- 
I am all in favour of the toll system. | 4 


I want to see the telephone made, not an | 


phone interfering with the telegraph. 
I quite agree with both my right hon, 
friends that your flat rate, if you have 
a toll rate, must be a fairly high one. 
May I point out, however, that the 


|argument works both ways, because if 


you make your flat rate so high that 
the bulk of the people will not take the 
unlimited service, you drive everybody 
on to the toll rate, and you are making 
the majority of your subscribers sub- 
scribe to the less remunerative service. 
The real fact about these rates is, that 
they are practically the same rates as 
the National Telephone Company had 
before the agreement, and those were 
the rates of a monopoly. The casual 
observer will say that this is not a com- 
petition at all, but a sort of American 
“combine” to keep up, and even to 
increase, the rates. If you take your 
toll rate, it is most absurdly high. Your 
toll rate is £5 and a penny a call, and 
the minimum is £6 10s. [| think your 
minimum of £6 10s. is a great deal too 
high for poor residents and small trades- 
men. Let us see how it works out. 
You can send 360 messages for your 
minimum, and the cost is 4jd. or 
nearly as dear as a telegram. If you 
send two messages per day, it comes 
to £8, three messages, £9 10s., four. £11, 
and five, £12 10s. But mark this. 
You have abolished the inclusive rate, 


| for unlimited service to private houses, 


of £10 or £12, and to those who send 
four or five messages a day your 
rates are actually higher than the 
National Telephone Company has always 
charged. Those were the rates of a 
monopoly which nobody has denounced 
more vehemently than the right hon. 


| Gentleman the President of the Board 


of Agriculture. They are rates so 
arranged as to pay five or six per cent- 
interest upon a very large capital sum, 
jneluding £1,292,000 which Mr. Forbes 
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himself admitted was ‘‘ water.” 
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Now, | agreement, the clause which makes the 


in arranging a system on a commercial | Post Office give a definite promise that 
basis I certainly do not think that | they will buy the National Telephone plant 


the taxpayer of the country 


would have been absolutely remunera- 
tive. The rates which are arranged and 
dictated to us by the Post Office in 
Tunbridge Wells, where we have 500 
subscribers, are £5 17s. 6d. for a limited 


or £2 10s, and a penny per call, and 


these are 50 per cent. less than the rates | 
formerly charged by the National Tele- | 
phone Company. Therefore, I venture to | 
say, that in London, although your rates | 


must have been much higher, you could 


have reduced them in practice by 30, | 


40 or 50 per cent., and have shown a 
very handsome profit, which would have 
satisfied the Treasury and everybody else. 


I have mentioned the rates and the 
toll system, and now you have an agree- 
ment about terminals. I should like to 
know exactly what the agreement is in 
regard to terminals. I understand that 
the National Telephone Company and 
the Post Office agree that they will 
charge no terminals to each other in 
the London area. I understand that 
terminals will not be charged by either 
on messages from subscribers to the 
National Telephone Company in other 
areas. Is it a fact that the effect of the 
agreement in regard to terminals will 
be that the National Telephone Company 
can charge terminals on messages from 
Corporation telephones in areas other 


should | 
be fleeced of one penny, but I cannot | 
believe that the Post Office could not | 
have found much lower rates which | 
| precisely the same which would apply in 


not competing. 
service, £3 10s. anda half-penny per call, | 


than London, whereas they will not | 


charge terminals on messages from their 


own subscribers in those areas? I think | 
that will put all the people on competi- | 
tive systems in a position of great inferi- | 


ority. 


I am not a London Member | 


myself, but the agreement inthis matter | 


affects other places besides 
but still it is 


Post Office, in making these arrange- 


porations who are pluckily competing | 
with the National Telephone Company. | 


If this is the effect of this agreement, 
then it is much to be regretted. 

Then there is the arrangement with 
regard to the buying of the plant. I 
regard as wholly unnecessary in the 


London, | 
only right that the} 


in 1911. Lamnot going intothe question 
of the terms introduced in this agreement, 
but I will answer one point put by my 
hon. friend. He said these terms are 


the case of a Corporation competing with 
the National Telephone Company. That 
may be, but my answer is that you are 
You have entered into 
an agreement, and you are co-operating 
with them, and it must be wholly un- 
necessary to have introduced this clause, 
which is an enormous advantage to the 
National Telephone Company. I think 
that a very much better agreement than 
that might have been made. As far as 
the rates go, they are most unduly high. 
We have, nevertheless, made our protest, 
and we have obtained from my right hon. 
friend a promise that these rates may be 
revised. He has promised that a Com- 
mittee shall sit before 1905, on which date 
the rates are open to revision, and then 
the experience which will be gained in 
the next few years will be used to see 
what reductions can be made. For my 
own part, while regretting this agree- 
ment, I entirely accept this suggestion 
of my hon. friend, and I think we have 
gained this much by the debate—that 
although we cannot alter the agreement, 
we have drawn the attention of the 
country to this most unfortunate arrange- 
ment which the Post Office has made, and 
we have obtained a promise from the hon. 


| Gentleman that the matter shall be fully 


considered in the light of our experience 
directly the time arrives for the rates to 
be revised under the agreement. 


(9.40.) Sm WALTER FOSTER (Derby, 
Ilkeston): I only wish to intervene for a 
few minutes in this debate, and I should 
not have done so had not my own constitu- 
ents taken a great interest in this matter. 
I have also been urged to say something 


|upon this subject by another class of 
ments, should not penalise those Cor- | 


| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 


people residing in the Metropolis who 
have a grievance in regard to the 
arrangements which have been made—I 
refer to the medical profession. I have 


/seldom known a more damaging speech 


delivered by a supporter of the Govern- 


;ment than that which has just been 


' 
i 


delivered by the hon. Member for Tun- 
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bridge. He has riddled the defence of 
this agreement, and has shown that the 
unbusinesslike character of the Post Oftice 
has placed London in a position inferior 
to that of other great centres of popu- 
lation, and has badly handicapped 
the business arrangements of the greatest 
business centre in the world. I con- 
gratulate the hon. Member for Tunbridge 
upon the honest and courageous speech 
he has just delivered. I! find that a large 
number of smali traders all over the 
country are looking at this arrange- 
ment with great apprehension. They 
themselves feel that, in regard to the 
question of terminals, they will 
suffer by the arrangement which has 
been made, and they are, therefore, 
anxious that this House should consider 
the question. After all, | thought it was 
a very reasonable request that there 
should be a Committee appointed to 
consider this matter at once. We have 
had the principle of the demand made in 
the Amendment admitted in the speech 
of the hon. Gentleman who represents 
the Treasury and the Post Office It is 
stated that a Committee will be appointed 
at some future time. I should like to see 
a Committee sit almost de die in diem to 
bring about a better state of things than 
now exists. It should be an inquiry 
conducted by a number of gentlemen not 
directly connected with the Post Office. 
Perhaps the hon. Member would tell us 
what he proposes ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: |] 
am not prepared at the present moment 
to pledge myself to the form which the 
inquiry shall take. What I said on 
behalf of the Postmaster General was that 
it was most necessary, and it would be our 
duty to have an inquiry before the time 
comes when the rates can be revised. I 
cannot anticipate now how that inquiry 
can best be held. 


things. 


* Mr. LOUGH : When? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: In| 
-about three years time. 

Sir WALTER FOSTER: I cannot con- | 
gratulate the hon. Gentleman upon that | 
concession, because three years is too long 
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is not-enough. The Government have a 
very easy way out of the difficulty if the 
Amendment is carried. We have set a 
precedent in that direction which ought 
to make hon. Members on the other 
side of the House, when they have strong 
reason for doing so—and [| think the 
London Members have strong reason in 
this their independence, 
I have received a number: of representa- 
tations from various quarters. There 
area number of gentlemen connected with 
my own profession who feel very greatly 


case — show 


the burden placed upon them by the 
agreement which has been made. Here 


is an extract from a letter from a medical 
man— 

**T am at present the tenant of a private wire 
of the National Telephone Company, paying 
{8 7s. perannum. [ considered this too dear 
for the use I made of the wire, and f applied to 
the Post Office for an estimate of what they 
would charge for a like service. I have received 
the estimate which is for £11 5s.’ 

Here is a man receiving a service at a 
rate fixed practically by a monopoly, and 
when this Company has no longer an 
unchallenged monopoly we find the Post 
Office asking a rate some 30 per cent. 
higher than that paid by the user 
previously. We have voted £2,000,000 
of public money in order to bring about a 
better state of things, and we have not 
had value for that money. Medical men 
do not use the telephone service wholly 
for their own private purpose or profits; 
every hospital in London requires the 
junior members of its staff to be on the 
telephone in order that they may be 
summoned in cases of emergency for the 
public benefit, and for the relief of the 
great mass of suffering humanity. That is 
gratuitous work done by those doctors for 
the benefit of the community, and for 
that they are liable to be charged under this 


'system higher rates than under the old 


That is not a creditable state of 
When the Government took over 
the matter of the trunk lines the privilege 
which Members of this House enjoyed at 
the hands of a private company upon the 


system. 


_ telephone, of communicating with different 
towns, was taken away from them, and so 


it was with reference to other details in 
connection with the use of the telephone. 
I think since the Post Office began to 


to wait. If we go to a division I believe | interfere in these matters seven or eight 


‘that a large number of hon. Members of 
‘the House will agree that this concession 


Sir Walter Foster. 





ears ago they have made them worse. 


The truth is we were better off in the old 
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days of the monopoly of the National 
Telephone Company. I think myself 
under these circumstances we ought 
strongly to demand some inquiry im- 
mediately, and not three years hence. 
The right hon. Gentleman who now revels 
in the bucolic pleasures of the Board of 
Agriculture used strong language when he 
represented the Treasury and the Post 
Office with reference to the telephone 
management, but to-day histone is greatly 
changed. It is not worthy of the right 
hon. Gentleman, not worthy, at all events, 
of his earlier days, to suggest that hon. 
members on this side are advocating the 
cause of the rich users of telephones, and 
that their scheme would put a burden 
on the shoulders of the taxpayers ci the 
country. We do not want any burden 
placed on the taxpayers ; but we are 
urging the cause of the small traders and 
shopkeepers, the small manufacturers and 
men of business, and of professional men, 
who wish to have the opportunity of con- 
ducting their affairs cheaply. We ask 
that the Government or the Post Office, or 
whoever is responsible for this business, 
should place London in the same _posi- 
tion as Glasgow, where the use of the 
telephone can be had at £5. You say 
that there is no single authority to super- 
vise the whole of London. Whose fault 
is that? It is the fault of these who 
prevented a single authority having the 
control of the whole of London. If it is 
within the wit of the Government to 
devise a Water Board for London, surely 
it might be within their wit to devise a 
scheme for the telephone. I think we 
ought to support the Amendment to the 
Address, and I hope that a division will 
be taken. 


*(9.52.) Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheffield, 
Brightside) said the Post Office was 
expected to meet the convenience of 
the public in every possible way, as well 
asearna large profit in relief of direct 
taxation. This debate illustrated very 
forcibly the extreme difficulty which the 


Postmaster General and his advisers had | 


in meeting the conflicting demands of 
the different sets of critics. 
not entirely agree with the hon. Member 
for Dulwich. He did not blame the 
Treasury for hampering the Post Office 
so much as he blamed this 
which had imposed the existing system 
of finance upon the Treasury. As long 
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as the Post Office was not allowed to 
make use of its money, and was obliged 
to surrender its balance at the end 
of the year, they would never have 
efficient management. There was one 
point on which the answer of his hon. 
friends on the Treasury Bench was 
conclusive, though it had been absolutely 
ignored by subsequent speakers, namely, 
that the real reason why the London rate 
was high, was not a question of labour, 
or asphalte, or wocd pavement, but a 
certain peculiarity inherent to the teles 
phone business. In other concerns, as a 
rule. the greater the bulk of business 
the lower the cost of handling, but in the 
telephone business it was exactly the 
other way about. Reference had been 
made to the low rate at Tunbridge Wells, 
but the problem there was to connect 
one man with 699 others, while the 
problem the Post Office had to solve in 
London was to connect one man with 
29,999 others as well as with the 40,000 
who were already connected with the 
National Telephone Company’s system. 
His hon. friend the Member for East 
Worcestershire deprecated the urging 
of any question of morality in this 
matter. He could not see why morality 
should be excluded from the dis- 
cussions of this House, however much 
it might be divorced from ther 
corporate or individual practice. He 
thought he was right in saying that 
the Post Office could not risk publie 
money, in making experiments; conse- 
quently in new inventions others must 
be the pioneers, and, he submitted, some 
responsibility was incurred towards those 
pioneers. He was not arguing in favour 
of the National Telephone Company, but 
it would be acknowledged that the power 
and peculiar position of the Postmaster 
General put upon him a distinct and 
direct responsibility. The Postmaster 
General was a monopolist, and if he 
granted a licence to the pioneers of a 
new discovery to use it and make the 
best of it, taking care not to imperil the 
public purse, it would be unfair if, when 
the invention had proved successful, he 
came down on the licencees and tried to 
‘crush them out. It would be unworthy 
of Parliament to sanction that policy. 
From the criticisms lavished on the agree- 
ment outside the House, and echoed 
the speech of the hon. 


| 


‘inside in 
i 
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Member for West Islington, one would 
suppose that there was no other inference 
to be drawn except that those respon- 
sible for making the agreement had 
acted either through a shameful weak- 
ness or a sinister collusion. After all, 
charges against Departments were, when 
analysed, charges against the indi- 
viduals who administered them. Who 
were responsible for this agreement! 
There was, in the first instance, the 
Postmaster General, and he was not a 
man who would betray the public interest, 


and to suppose that he was open to the | 


unspecified influences that had been 
quoted was an absurdity from which the 
common sense of the House would in- 
stinctively revolt. He thought the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had not the 


reputation of being, what the Scriptures | 
of the public | 


eall, a cheerful giver 
money, and he had sufficient backbone 
to withstand the blandishments of the 
right hon. Member for West Wolver- 
hampton. Sir George Murray, the Sec- 
retary of the Post Office had, he dared 
say, a soft element in his composition, 
but it was never apparent to those who 
sought to influence him in his public 
capacity. Then, as to Mr. Ogilvie of 
the Telephone Branch, he might 
say that he did not believe there was 
in the whole ranks of the Civil Service 
a more able man, or one whose heart was 
more thoroughly in his work. Having 


been long associated with the Post Office, | 


he desired to express his conviction that 
neither through weakness, nor fear, nor 
even stupidity, were the men responsible 
for this agreement capable of sacrificing 
the convenience of the public, or the 
interest of the State. 


* (10.3.) Mr. HAY 
Hoxton) said that though the 


(Shoreditch, 
Presi- 


dent of the Board of Agriculture had | 
argued that no comparison could be drawn | 


between the telephone system in London 


and thesystem, for instance of Tunbridge | 
Wells, because while the latter system had | 


an area of only 200 square miles, and that 
of London had an area of 600 square 
miles, it was quite apparent that the 
outcome of unfettered competition had 
been that in five months the modest 
Corporation of Tunbridge Wells had been 
able to obtain over six times as many 
subscribers as the Telephone Company 
Mr. James Hope. 
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had secured in eight years. He main- 
tained that the speech of the Minister for 
Agriculture was in direct conflict with that 
of the Financial Secretary tothe Treasury. 
The right hon. Gentleman said that the 
plant of the Telephone Company was 
rubbish and that he would be no party to 
its purchase; whereas the Secretary to 
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the Treasury argued that the Company 
| was all powerful and that it was necessary 
for the Post Office in negotiating with 
| the Company to bear that fact in mind, 
‘The right hon. Gentleman laid great 
stress on the fact that the Local Authori- 
ties in London had not the same powers 
as the Corporation of Glasgow, and that 
therefore they could not be consulted in 
regard to the telephone system in London ; 
but any one who had studied the matter 
must be aware of the fact that had it not 
been for the conferences held in the 
| Guildhall, commencing in 1898 down to 
last year, the Post Office would have 
remained supine. It was these conferences 
which reflected the absolutely unanimous 
voice of London, which drove the Post 
Office to re-consider their position, to 
enter into a new arrangement, and 
which led to the constitution of the 
Select Committee, the finding of which 
was not a recommendation for partner- 
ship or amalgamation with the 
Company, but in favour of a real and 
effective competition which the Com- 
mittee said would be in the best 
interests of London. The Post Office, 
knowing that the Local Authorities in 
London did not possess the powers which 
the provincial Corporations had, should 
| have admitted that it was all the more 
necessary to give them an opportunity of 
expressing their opinion in regard to the 
agreement. He would point out to his 
hon. friend in charge of the Post Office, 
| that, even if there was no legal obligation 
to consult the Local Authorities, it would 
have been good diplomacy for the Post 
Office authorities to carry public opinion 
with them. 

| He had been somewhat astonished 
|at the remark of the Financial Secretary 
‘to the Treasury that it was neither 
‘customary nor usual to submit such 
‘agreements to Parliament. Was _ the 
|hon. Gentleman oblivious of the fact 
that the telephone agreement of 1893 
/was submitted to the House? He was 
convinced that when the great public of 
| 


| 
i 
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the Metropolis came to read the debate the | 
next day—and they would, with the 
habit of Londoners, call a spade a spade 
—they would not see in the speeches 
from the Treasury Benches any facts 
which would enable the agreement to be 
described as carrying out the recom- 
mendations of the Select Committee 
of which the Minister for Agriculture 
was the responsible chairman. The 
public of London would see in this agree- 
ment nothing but an amalgamation and a 
partnership with the National Telephone 
Company; and that ifin the future they 
had to buy out the Telephone Company, a 
bigger price would have to be given than 
would have had to be paid yesterday. 
He would point out to the House one 
detail in connection with this agreement 
which showed that no proper account had 
been takenin the assessment of the rate 
charges of the fact that the General Post 
Office levied a toll, asowners of telegraph 
patents, of 10 per cent. on the gross 
receipts of the National Telephone Com- 
pany. For every one who paid before 
the new agreement £17 a year to 
the Company, that is to say now, 
the Company only received £15 6s. 
This monopoly was to be continued 
under the new agreement, and in order 
to continue it the Post Office themselves 
were to charge £17. They were told by 
the Minister for Agriculture that the 
charges under the new agreement were 
of the lowest possible figure. But if this 
\) per cent. charge were abolished the ' 
tharge might forthwith be reduced from 
£17 to £15 6s., whereas it was kept at 
the foriner amount. 

The more the details of the arrange- 
ment with the Company were looked 
into, the more points would be found to 
demand inquiry. It was said that the 
toll rate imposed upon the Company 
euabled the public of the Metropolis not 
only to have a much more efficient 
service than that now in existence, but 
one at a much lower figure. The toll 
tate had been put forward as the one 
bonne bouche of the agreement, but with 
like 17 years experience of 
telephones, he believed it would be a 
lng time before the London public 
found in the toll rate that relief and 
convenience which were claimed for 
i. He did not think any argument 
Was required to support the calculations 
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which were given by his hon. friend the 
Member for Tunbridge, and which were 
based on an ordinary man’s everyday 
life. His hon. friend showed that if a 
man used a telephone under the toll rate 
a limited number of times a day, in other 
words, if the telephone were to be of any 
use to him, he would have to pay more 
than under the present system which 
prevailed in Tunbridge Wells and 
Glasgow, where they had free com- 
petition. Those who had studied the 
Report of the Select Committee 
would find a confession which the 
House would do well to bear in mind, 
and that was that in spite of the 
dense population and great wealth of 
this country, it was behind less popu- 
lous and less wealthy countries in the 
matter of telephonic communication. 
When he heard it said that hon. Members 
who demurred to the agreement were 
really arguing the case of the rich man 
against the poor man, he felt that that 
argument scarcely deserved a reply, for 
the simple reason that any student adopt- 
ing what his hon. friend the Secretary 
to the Treasury called the Magna Charta 
—the Report of the Select Committee— 
of the telephone question, would at once 
start with the principle firmly established 
in his mind, that the telephone was 
necessary for the development of the 
commerce of the country, and if the 
country were able to bear the brunt of 
international competition. 

There were many other points which 
were well worthy the attention of hon. 
Members, but he felt that as a young 
Member who was not accustomed to 
address the House it would be imperti- 
nent on his part to makea longer speech. 
He spoke with a considerable amount of 
feeling on the subject becausea red herring 
had been drawn across the path. They 
were told that the duty of Members who, 
like himself, were absolutely loyal to their 
Party and absolutely loyal to the great 
Imperial principles which were at issue, 
was to yote against the Amendment, as 
otherwise they would be practically 
endangering the life of the Ministry. 
Undoubtedly, according to the strict 
traditions of this House, ifthe Govern- 
ment were defeated on an Amendment to 
the Address resignation would follow. 
That was the allegation of Gentlemen 
on the Front Bench, but however that 
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might be, he, as @ humble Member of | his constituents, who numbered some. § the ca 
the House, and also as a London Member, | thing like 70,000 or 80.000, there might § undert 
had not only a duty to his Party but a| not be 70 or 80 telephone users who § parcel 
duty to his constituents, who felt very | would be very pleased if the agreement § not “\ 
strongly on this and other London/| were more favourable to them, but ag § cast a 
questions. His constituency comprised | regarded the vast majority of his consti. § which 
not only rich business men but also a tuents he was quite certain that they 9 It mig 
great number of the working and would feel it a great hardship that they § phone 
trading classes who were face to who never wanted the use of telephone § compa! 
face with foreign competition. If | should have to pay in order that afew § hesitat 
the full benefits of the great Imperial | of their neighbours might have it on more In c 
and commercial position of London were advantageous terms. taxpay' 
to be obtained, it must be given those It was not only in the interests of § would 
useful and practical advantages which his constituents that he supported § portion 
other towns enjoyed. It was in that the agreement. His principal ground J to use 
spirit, however insignificant he might be was because the agreement carried out J the a 
asa Member of the House, that he re- integrally and almost literally all the J popula 
served to himself the most absolute inde- recommendations of the Committee on § that it 
pendence as to how he should act when’ which he had the honour to sit. The § instrun 
the division was called. principal objects they had in view in § the tol 
framing that Report was to popularise J had 5] 
(10.22.) Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) the telephone service and to bring it § for th 
said he thought he had a right to address within the reach of every one and also § one sy) 
the House for a short time because he to make it more efficient. His 4 found 
could speak with an impartiality on the experience on the Committee convinced J they h 
subject which had not been surpassed-or him that the telephone company did not J hon. ( 
hardly equalled by any previous speaker. render an efficient service to its sub- 9 because 
In the first place he had had the honour scribers, and the Committee therefore § toll sys 
of sitting on the Committee whose pro- thought that there ought to be an im- § have te 
ceedings had been very much criticised mediate and effective competition, but § than th 
during the debate, and secondly, he had they had it in evidence over and over § Telepho 
absolutely no interest, direct or indirect, again that the Company, in the sense of ] the Pos 
in the National Telephone Company, and rivalry, was different from a railway ora ] phone < 
he therefore approached the subject from shipping company, and therefore it was 9 exacted 
an absolutely impartial point of view. that the Committee considered that the 9 suchas: 
He did not propose to draw conclusions Post Office was the proper competitor to ] le-s the 
with reference to such a_ prodigious establish competition, as they understood J two yea 
undertaking as the London Telephone jt in the circumstances. His hon. friend J cost, an 
area, which covered 634 square miles, the Member for Dulwich said that in ] forward 
and had a population of six millions from his opinion the most advantageous thing § and so k 
avery small place like Tunbridge Wells, for the Post Office to have done was to § they cot 
although he did not speak disrespectfully have bought out the National Telephone 9 justified 
of it. If any student of telephonic com- Company immediately. His hon. friend ] the tax 
munication who drew his experience from advocated that on what he called business 4 Govern: 
a place of the size of Tunbridge Wells or considerations. He had been engaged in § and on 1 
even of the size of Glasgow, sought to business for forty years, and he had never J the Am 
apply it to an area which was unique in bought in 1902, for perhaps excessive and 
the world, it was not at all surprising if | certainly for considerable value that which J‘ (10. 
his conclusions did not command that he would get for nothing in 1911, ] (Batters 
confidence which they would have if he | although, of course, he did not mean } first ti 
had compared like with like. He in-| that they were going to confiscate the | witnesse 
tended to support the agreement although property of the Company. He was not | toa pub 
he was a London Member, which, accord- | familiar with the process of watering | 4s had 
ing to his hon. friend opposite seemed capital, but he understood watered capital |) of abuse 
absolutely impossible. He did so because to be capital that represented nothing at ‘| and son 
he believed he would be supporting the all, though supposed to represent some |) upon ma 
interests of the vast majority of his con- | thing. The so-called watered capital of |) before a 
stituents. He did not say that among|the National Telephone Company was | such an 
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some. | the capital given for the purchase of | Minister before it could take effect. If 
might § undertakings which formed part and_ the debate illuminated the fact, it would 
"s who reel of the telephone system, and it was do a great deal of good. The next point 
eement § not “ watered’? in any sense which could it illuminated was the fact that Lord 
but ag § cast a reflection on the Company, or Londonderry and the permanent officials 
consti. | which was in any way unjustifiable. of the Post Office might first have con- 
t they § It might be said that the National Tele-| sulted Parliament before they took this 
it they § phone Company paid too much for the | step, and that they ought not to have 
ephone § companies they bought up, but he would | studiously ignored the municipal advice 
> afew § hesitate to admit that. | which they might have had, had they 
n more In conclusion, he did not think the| chosen. By ignoring the municipalities 
taxpayers of London or the country | and signing such an agreement, they had 
‘ests of J would be willing to pay for the small! been universally condemned by the City 
ported § portion of the community that wanted | Corporation, and all Local Authorities, 
sround § to use the telephone. He thought that | including that of Islington, which did not 
ed out J the agreement entered into would agree with the hon. Member who repre- 
ill the J popularise the telephone in the sense sented it. By all shades of commercial 
tee on § that it would extend the user of the | opinion and municipal authorities, the 
The § instruments while considerably reducing |1greement stood condemned, and yet 
iew in § the tolls. The hon. Member for Ilkley | Parliament was powerless to alter it, or 
ularise J had spoken with great moderation|to refuse it, and it had to accept it 
ing it | for that class with which every | because the Postmaster General had 
id also J one sympathised —the doctors — who | ignored Parliament, and put all Local 
His § found their charges increased; but | Authorities on one side. 
vinced 9 they had not the hard case which the) It had been said that this agree- 
lid not Jhon. Gentleman sought to establish, ment carried out the recommenda- 
s sub- | because they could put themselves on the | tion of the Committee, but if hon. 
erefore @ toll system, and the most they would) Members read page 13 of the Report, 
in im- J have to pay would be considerably less | they would find that the agreement was 
1, but J than they had to pay under the National | 4 substantial violation of every one of the 
1 over 9 Telephone Company. He did not think | Committee’s recommendations. If that 
nse of | the Post Office ought to work the tele-| was not so, could it be supposed that the 
y ora § phone at a profit; he thought the terms | Lord Mayor of London would be likely to 
it was # exacted from the subscribers ought to be | disagree with the Government over 
at the § suchas would payfor the administration— - | immaterial details, or that the City 
tor to J lesthey could not be. Let them have | Corporation was likely to denounce the 
rstood J two years experience of what it would | Postmaster General? If the agreement 
friend ] cost, and then let the Government come | were subjected to a ballot instead of a 
vat in 9 forward and say, the telephone charge isso | Parliamentary vote, he ventured to say 
thing 9 and so because that is what it costs—more | there would be a far greater number of 
vas to | they could not charge, less they were not | Government supporters condemning it, 
phone justified in taking. That was the spirit and if hon. Members wished to know the 
friend | the taxpayers would require from the | opinion of the City upon the question, 
siness § Government in dealing with this matter, | let them walk down Throgmorten Street 
red in J and on those grounds he should oppose | one afternoon when “Chartereds,” had 
never § the Amendment. fallen a point. Ministers had stated that 
re and because London was a large place and a 
which J ‘(10.34.) Mr. JOHN BURNS | massive place, the expense of thetelephone 
1911, | (Battersea) said that not for the | must be as dearas was stated in the agree- 
mean | first time the House of Commons/| ment, but the statement was not made by 
fe the | witnessed the danger of entrusting | business men engaged in private enter- 
3 not toa public Department such wide powers | prise, or Local Authorities, or municipal 
tering as had been exercised to the point | business, because in business or adminis- 
apital |, of abuse by the Postmaster General, | tration it was a well-known axiom that 
ing at i] and some day the House would insist | the larger the area and the greater the 
some || upon matters of this kind being brought | number of users or consumers the 
tal of | before a Committee of the House before | ,heaper such an undertaking could be 
y was | such an agreement could be signed by a! ,arried out. To tell the House that the 
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London County Council only represented | the public would have to pay through the 
the rich and ignored the poor was to| nose for a telephone system which the 
stretch the argument to a ridiculous | Government ought to have bought out 
extent. What was required was cheap | years ago, before it reached its present 





and capable telephone communication | 
for a number of social and humanitarian 
reasons, which under this cast iron 
scheme it was utterly impossible to 
have. Under this scheme we ought 
not to have our police stations, so to speak, 
outside the general telephone system. 
It ought to be part and parcel of a com- 
plete system open to everybody; the 
police, fire, and ambulance systems, and 
in the interest of the unemployed all 
labour bureaux ought to be linked by 
a cheap and popular telephone system, 
which this agreement would not enable 
to be done. When the hon. Member for 
East Islington told the House that this was 
the best possible thing for a city like 
London he (Mr. Burns) could only say 
the hon. Gentleman did not know what 
the situation was, and unconsciously 
misrepresented public opinion. 


The thing which surprised him was the | 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman the | 
President of the Board of Agriculture, | 


whom he always regarded as a bold man 
struggling with adversity. The President 
of the Board of Agriculture had not stuck 
to his guns; he had deserted the London 
County Council, thrown over hisprinciples 
and precepts, and joined the National 
Telephone Company in imposing on 
London a system of telephonic communi- 
cation, which, 
four years would become so bad and 
intolerable that London Conservative 
Members would one day move the ad- 


in the next three or | 


inflated price, and which even now should 
be acquired. The right hon. Gentle. 
man promised effective competition, 
Members did not suspect that he would 
enter into partnership with the Company 
to create a corner and raise the prices to 
the users as had relatively been done, 
instead of effectively competing so that 
in three or four years the prices might 
have been reduced by quite 50 per cent. 
Glasgow had been able to bring pressure 
on the Company in the past because, as 
road authority, the Corporation had 
been able to dictate terms for the use of 
the strects. Tunbridge Wells was able 
to do the same. But in London a deadly 
injury had been done to the County 
Council and the Metropolitan Borough 
Councils by the Post Office. Being 
jointly the road authority, those bodies, 
if the Post Office had not stepped in, 
could have said to the Telephone Com- 
pany, “This £17 rate is too high; unless 
you reduce it to £12 we will not 
jallow you the use of onr roads and 
|streets.”” Such pressure would have 
| automatically reduced the charges of the 
'Company. But the Post Office had come 
_to the rescue of the Company and said, 
| ‘‘ We will usurp the functions of the road 
| authorities.” The National Telephone 
| Company had been allowed to use the 
streets without any guid pro quo being 
| exacted, and the powers of the Post Office 
| with regard to the use of roads had been 
‘sublet to the Company without the 





journment of the House on the question, | Borough Councils receiving the rent to 
and. he hoped, defeat the Government. | which they were entitled, with the result 
Look at the harm that had been done| that the property of the Company had 
to London. The simple unsophisticated | been appreciated, and its purchase-price 





London County Councillors were advised 


not to follow the examples of Glasgow | 


and Tunbridge Wells, and they re- 
luctantly assented, having faith in the 
bond fides of the President of the Board of 
Agriculture. The result of their modestly 
standing on one side and allowing the 
Post Office, as they thought. do the work 
as well, and perhaps more cheaply, than 
the County Council could have done it, 
by virtue of their existing offices and 
machinery,was that the present high prices 
were stereotyped by agreement for at least 
five years, and at the end of eleven years 
Mr. John Burns. 


| increased. 


It had been said that the estimate of 
'the County Council was too low. Their 
engineer during his eleven years service 
had proved himself before Parliamentary 
| Committees to be a most competent 
| official, and an engineer whose cstimates 
| would bear the test of cross-examination. 
| His estimate was £40 capital cost, and 
£10 per annum would be quite sufficient. 

He (the hon. Member) believed that if 
| the Post Office had fought the Company 
as they ought to have done, they could 


| have got a flat rate even now of less than 
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£10. They did no such thing, but now 
contended that the County Council was 
standing up forthe rich. The ratepayers, 
however, would not believe that, because 
all the Borough Councils, the City Cor- 
poration, and the Chambers of Commerce 
were on the side of County Council. 

Then they were told that the Post 
Office ought not to purchase. Why not? 
He thought they ought. If the Com- 
pany’s plant was as rubbishy as the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
declared it to be, the Company should be 
taken to arbitration, and paid a ‘“‘rubbish” 
price on tramway terms. It would be 
better to pay half a million or a million 
more straight away for the Company’s 
tubbishy plant, and, in the interval of 
nine years, establish a cheap and 
effective service, than to put up with this 
bogus agreement and be compelled to buy 
out the Company at an enormously en- 
hanced price in 1911. What it practically 
amounted to was that they were not to 
purchase ; they were not to pull down 
the rates ; they were not to revise terms ; 
but for all time they were to be at the 
disposal of the Company. Parliament 
did not intendthat. Two years ago Par- 
liament gave the Post Office £2,000,000 
to establish effective competition. That 
was too much for the present agreement. 
It was not enough for purchase, but 
more might have been added to the origi- 
nal yote in order to buy the Company 
out altogether and establish a Public 
Telephonic system. 


His last point was, could the County 
Council have been entrusted with this 
work? He thought it could. [“Oh!’’| 
The test of efficiency could be applied to 
all the departments of the County 
Council’s work. There were in London 
70 fire-stations, at each of which men 
were on duty night and day. It would 
be admitted by all that the Brigade 
was worked efficiently and admirably. 
Those 70 fire-stations might have been 
70 local call-offices, while to these could 


Jhave been added scores of other local 
jbuildings easily adapted for this pur- 
| pose. 


While the House of Commons 
had been discussing this telephone 
question, the County Council had 
converted for fire-brigade purposes the 
600 fire-alarm posts scattered about 
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bother, do that in 70 central stations, 
and convert 600 fire-alarm posts into 
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‘centres of telephonic communication at 


a cost of a few hundred pounds, was a 
body that might have been entrusted, as 
Glasgow and Tunbridge Wells had been, 
with the duty of supplying, not 30,000 
telephone users, as the National ‘Tele- 
phone Company did, but 120,000. To 
such a system there might have been con- 
nected all the police and fire-stations, the 
Metropolitan Asylums Board, and the 
hundred and one public institutions that 
had been deprived by excessive cost of 
telephonic communication through the 
hide-bound prejudice of permanent and 
Post Office officials. 

He did not wish to revive past 
controversies, but it was a curious fact 
that whenever anything with regard to 
telephones had happened, Parliament 
had not been sitting ; these agreements 
had always been signed by some one 
when the popular watchdog was not 
looking. How long were the London 
Members going to sit still and see the com- 
mercial, industrial, social, and municipal 
interests of London ignored by the per- 
manent officials at the back of these 
Departments? Whatever concerned 
London seemed to be ignored or sub- 
ordinated to the base uses of political 
faction or the prejudices of permanent 
officialdom. Time after time, when he 
had appealed on matters affecting tram- 
ways or the water supply, hon. Members 
had been unsympathetic, but he was 
delighted that at last they had been 
touched by this pernicious agreement 
with the Telephone Company. Had not 
the time arrived when the methods of 
government should be so altered as to 
make it impossible for this kind of thing 
to happen? Under the Factory Acts, 
rules, before becoming effective, had to 
lie on the Table of the House for 40 days. 
If that agreement had been on the Table 
of the House for 40 days, it would have 
been substantially modified in ali its 
terms, and purchase probably sub- 
stituted. This agreement had been 
signed behind the back of the Local 
Authorities, and if this Government went 
on doing things of this kind it would 
become more unpopular with the Con- 
servative electors than it already had 
become with the Liberals and Radicals 
and the commercial classes of this 
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country. The position was that what- 
ever argument was produced they were 
absolutely incapable of altering this 
wicked agreement. In 1904, when this 
Government would have reached the 
length of its popularity, and when it 
would be dismissed from Office, and this 
agreement would produce that result— 
{Ministerial aughter|—hon. Members 
opposite might laugh if they liked, but the 
present Government could not remain in 
office after the war was overand he put 
the termination of the war at about the 
year 1964. Of all the bad things which 
the Government had done and inflicted 
upon the commercial classes, he knew of 
nothing more pernicious than this tele- 
phonic agreement, in regard to which, if 
Parliament had had its ways, it would 
have authorised the Post Office to have 
paid out the National Telephone Company 
and would have thus given London what 
Londoners were asking for, namely a 
cheap and a popular telephone service. 


Address in Reply to 


* 11.4.) Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney) : 
I think that few, least of all the Govern- 
ment, can complain that London Members 
have had a night for the consideration of 
what isa matter of vital importance to 
their interests. I cannot agree with what 
hasbeen said in some quarters that this is a 
matter in which the interests of the City 
are different from the interests of other 
parts of London or that this is a matter 
which has been brought forward owing to 
the action of the City alone. The Division 
which I represent covers Stoke Newington 
and part of Hackney, and this question has 
been considered by the Councils of both 
those boroughs. I have been requested 
by these Councils to support the action 
of the Lord Mayor, and I think 
we ought to thank him for having venti- 
lated this subject. It was not a pleasant 
matter for him to have to criticise the 
action of the Government in this matter 
to-night, but I cannot help feeling that 
we were right in bringing this question 
forward, and I think that good has 
come from this debate. As regards the 
agreement itself I am not sure that, 
aiter having listened carefully to the 
debate, the terms of the agreement 
cannot be justified by the Government. 
There is one thing that cannot be 
justified, and it is that in a matter of 


Mr. John Burns. 
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this sort the Government did not in some 
way take London into its confidence, 
but chose to settle this matter without 
anyconsultation with the Local Authorities. 
We hear of the necessity for Home Rule 
for Ireland, but I feel that the question of 
Home Rule for London is a far more 
pressing necessity. I think the Govern- 
ment in taking the action they did and 
in failing to take the opinions of those 
who had knowledge of the city made a 
grave error of judgment, although I think 
that error has been atoned for to-night. 
We were afraid that upon this matter 
the Government would be stiff-necked, 
but I think the concession they have 
offered that there shall be an efficient 
inquiry in which the Local Authorities 
will have an opportunity of having their 
voices heard is one which we are bound 
to recognise. 


*Mr. LOUGH: But that has not been 
promised, for it was withdrawn while 
you were out. 


I am sorry to 


*Mr. BOUSFIELD: 
hear that. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


Nothing is withdrawn. 


*Mr. BOUSFIELD: My hon. friend 
tells me that nothing is withdrawn. | 
understand that sometime before 1905 
when the time to revise the rates arrives, 
they will hold an inquiry and that means 
that they will listen to the opinions 
expressed by the different authorities of 
London. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Yes. 


*Mr. BOUSF ELD: am glad to hear 
that the hon. Gentleman assents to that, 
and I think that is a practical outcome of 
the debate. I came here to sympathise 
with the view taken by the Lord Mayor 
and to support him. After listening to 
the debate if there is one point which 
stands out more than another it is that 
this ought to be a lesson to the Govern- 


ment that in a matter vitally affecting 
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the interests of London, they should, to | 
some extent, try their best to consult 
local feeling and take the inhabitants of 
this great city into their confidence. 
The only outstanding point now seems 
to me to be the agreement. Notwith- 
standing the fact that we wanted some- 
thing a great deal better, I do not think 
that we could have arrived, even after 
consultation, at a very different agree- | 
ment. There has been great disappoint- 
ment on this matter and the hopes held 
out to us were far too high. It was 
hoped there was going to be effective 
competition and lower rates, and when 
this agreement is sprung upon London 
and those hopes are disappointed without 
London having a voice in the matter, it 
isnot surprising that there should be 
this soreness and disappointment. When 
one looks at the question of rates I can- 
not help thinking that after all the 
Government have made out a very good 
case for theiragreement. Those who are 
here and are city men must have gathered 
that the City at present is thoroughly 
connected with thetelephone. A solicitor 
in the city told me that he was connected 
by telephone with all his clients on the 
same exchange, and things being as 
they are, with the system as it exists 
it would have been practically impossible 
for the Government to enter into com- 
petition. What is important, anda vital 
necessity to city men, is that they should 
be able readily tocommunicate with their 
clients and that facility they have in the 
existing arrangement. If the Govern- 
ment had gone simply on the plan of 
competition it would have been impos- 
sible, notwithstanding the most able 
canvassing agents the Government might 
employ, for them in one, two, three or 
four years to have effectively competed, 
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unless they had come to some agreement 
with the National Telephone Company. 
It has been said that they might have 
entered into a war with reference to way- 
leaves but the morality of such a method 
of dealing with its licenses would have 
been questionable. As tothe question of 
rates, it seems to me that no case has been 
made out, and no clear or sufficient facts 
put forward showing that it would pay 
to give lower rates than those which 
have been arranged. It is quite 
possible they may be able to reduce the 
figures, but if they find themselves able 
to do so, I cannot agree that they should 
simply reduce the toll rates and not the 
flat rates. I can hardly agree that inany 
inquiry upon this point it should be a 
foregone conclusion that you are not 
going to touch the higher rates. It 
seems to me that it is impossible to 
contend that the Government in a matter 
which is purely an experiment could 
wisely and safely have fixed lower rates 
then they have done. Although I say 
we are disappointed, after this subject has 
been ventilated, one thing comes out 
prominently from the debate we have 
had, and it is that there is not so much 
the matter with the agreement, but the 
Government really ought to have consulted 
London in this matter, and if they now 
promise that London shall be consulted 
in the future, under these circumstances 
it appears to me we can do nothing but 
agree with the course taken by the Lord 
Mayor in asking leave to withdraw the 
Amendment. 
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(11.15.) —_uestion put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 
Noes, 227. (Division List No. 7.) 


139 ; 


AYES. 


Abraham, W. Cork, (N E.) Burns, John 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | Burt, Thomas 
Allan, William (Gateshead) Buxton, Sydney 
Allen, C. P. (Glouc., Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert Caldwell, James 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Camphell-Banne 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. | Carvill, P. G. H 
Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

3rand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown, G. M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland 


| Cawley, Frederi 
| Cogan, Denis J. 


| 
| Crean, Eugene 





| Caine, William Sproston 


| Causton, Richard Knight 


| Cremer, William Randal 
| Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


| Cullinan, J. 

| Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. V. (Cardigan) 

| Delany, Wliliam 

| Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
| Dillon, John 

| Donelan, Captain A. 

| Doogan, P. C. 

ck | Douglas, C. M. (Lanark 
Duncan, J. Hastings 


Charles 


rman, Sir H. 
amilton 





| Condon, Thomas Joseph | Dunn, Sir William 
| Craig, Robert Hunter 


Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
| Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
| Farrell, James Patrick 
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Fenwick, Charles 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. H. G. 
Goddard, Danicl Ford 
Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Sir E. (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. 8. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman Frederick John 
Jones. W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordon, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch, Sir J. G. 8. 
Labouchere. Henry 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barrett, Francis 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agni ow, Sir Andrew Noel 
Ansell, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Foster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, C “ete J. FitzRoy 
Baile sy, James (W alworth) 


James Robert 
Lord 
Alfred 


Bain, Col. 
Balearres, 
Jaldwin, 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Mance’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir F. T. (Windsor) 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. H. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Blundell, Col. Henry 
Bond, dw: urd 
Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles. Capt. H.F.( Middlesex 
Brodrick, Ri - Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, > l. Montagu 
Bull, W tees Jann s 
Ballard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William: Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir E. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, \ W. (D’shire) 
Cecil, E. (Ashton Manor) 
(Greenwich) 





Cecil, Lord H. 
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, M‘Hugh, 
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Loaese, Sir J. 8. (Accrington) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Arthur, W. (Cornwall) 
M‘Cann, James 

M‘Govern, 'T. 

Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Montague, Hon. J. 8S. (Hants) 
Mooney, John A. 


| Mooney, John J. 


Murnaghan, George 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, J. (Louth, South) 


| O’Brien, K. P.J. (Tipperary, M. 
| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


O'Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

O'’Sh ay » he Os 
O’Shee, James John 


| Paulton, James Mellor 


Pease, J. A. (Saffron Waldron 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
NOES. 


Chamberlaim Rt. Hn.J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 


| Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
| Chapman, Edward 


Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 


| Clive, Captain Percy A. 


Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, C. E. H. Athole 
Compton. Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, H. 8. (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 


Denny, Coi 
Dewar, T. R (I’rH’mlets, S.G. )| 
Dickson Charles Scott 


Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. D. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. A 

Dox ford, Sir W. a. 

Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, E. B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finc h, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert B. 

Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert P. 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
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| Greene, 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 


| Greville, Hon. 
| Guest, 


| Heath, J 
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| Power, Patrick Joseph 

| Price, Robert John 

| Rea, Russell 

| Reddy, M. 

| Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 

| Rickett, J. (Compton) 

| Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, J. B. )Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, Charles P. (Leigh) 
Sheehan, Daniel D. 

Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R. (N’ants) 
Stevenson, Francis 8S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, D. A. (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F.W. (York, W. RB.) 
Wallace, Robert 

Wason, EK. (Clackmannan) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Porker 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES,— 
Mr. Lough and 
Capt. Norton. 


Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir H. 
Fiower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Godson, Sir A. F. 

Gordon. Hn. J. K.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, Maj. KE. (1’r H’mlets) 
Gore, Hon. Sir F. O. (Lince.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. } 
Gouldiug, Edward Alfred 
a Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wedn -sbury) 
SirE. W.(B’ry S Em’ds 


Grenfell, Wiiliam Henry 
Xoland 

Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hall, Edward Marshall 

| Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. LordG. (Mid 
Hamilton, Marq. of (Lnd’derry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Heath, goon? H. (Hanley) 

. (Staffords, N. W.) 
Helder, Augustus 


| Higginbottom, S. W. 


Hope, J. F. (Sheffield, B’ghtside 


| Hornby, Sir William H. 


Hoult, Joseph 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 


| Hudson, George Bickersteth 


t. Hon. W. L. 


Jackson, R 
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Jeffrey: 
Jessel, 
Johnste 
Kenna‘ 
Kenyor 
Kenyor 
Keswie 
King, * 
Lawrer 
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Lawson 
Lee, A 
Lees, S 
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Leigh-] 
Levesor 
Llewell 
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Lode 
Long, I 
Lowe, I 
Lowthe 
Loyd, 
Lueas, | 
Lucas 
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Macarti 
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Macono 
M‘Calm 
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Martin 
Massey 
Maxw é . 
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1077 Address in Reply to 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert M. 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, J. (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lawrence, J. (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
Lees, Sir E. (Birkenhead) 
Legee. Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, F. N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (8ristol, S 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. (Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, Col. F. (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt. Hon. W. G. E. 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont,Col. H. L. B(Cambs. 
M‘Killop, J. (Stirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, Rt. Hn. SirH. E. W’tn 
Maxwell, W. J. H. (Dum’shire 
Mevsey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
iddlemore, John T. 

tv, Francis Bingham 

, Thomas 
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(11.30.) Mr. 


that Your Majesty will direct 
made into the 






present 


Main Question again proposed. 


NATIONAL FOOD SUPPLY. 


( SETON-KARR 
Helens) in rising to move to add the 
following words to the Address— 


“But we humbly venture to express the hope 


large : 
dependence of the United Kingdom on Foreign 
imports for the necessaries of life, and the 
circumstances that might arise therefrom in 
the event of Your Majesty becoming involved 
in war with some Foreign Power or Powers, 
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| Mitchell, William 


Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, R. J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morgan, H. F. (Monm’ths 
Morrison, Jamer Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute 
Murray, C. J. (Coventry) 
Mvers. William Henry 
Nicholson, William G. 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pemberton, John 8S. G. 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. C. E. 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

fasch, Major BE. C. 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (S’lyl ridge 
Richie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Zothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Round James 

Sackville, Col. S. G. (Stopford 
Sassoon, Sir Edward A. 

Seely, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Seely, Capt. J. BE. B: (I. of W.) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William E. T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
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This 
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subject 
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on two previous occasions. In 
he moved a Motion 
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Smith, A. H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C.(North’mb. Tn’side 
Smith, J. P. (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, K. J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M’Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles H. 
Sturt, Hon. Humphrey N. 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Waiter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, W. EF. M. 
Tritten, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. FE. 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb, Col. Willlam George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E. T’nton 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts). 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. Feks 

i n-u-Lyne) 
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Willoughby, de i ; 
Wilson, A. S. (York, E. R.) 

Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt, Hn. KE. R.(Bath 
Wortley. Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hoi 





1. George 


TELLERS FOR THE N 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


OES,— 


any Party bias, for this was absolutely 
a non-Party question. 
question which he ventured to think 
was now ripe for discussion. 
fident that unless he took the present 
opportunity 
forward for debate, he would have no 
other opportunity during the session, on 
account of the heavy programme of the 
Government. 


It was also a 
He felt con- 


of bringing the subject 


had 


attention of 


been brought 
the House 
1897 


of somewhat the 


with the view of ascertaining what measures, if 
any. can he taken to lesson such vependence or 
guard against the dangers thereét.” 

said he hoped that the importance of 
the subject would be sufficient justi- 
fication for bringing it before the House. 
The right hon. Gentleman the President 
of the Board of Agriculture suggested 
at an earlier period of the evening that 
Amendments to the Address could not 
possibly be free from party bias. He 
hoped that he would not be accused of 


28 





same purport, and the Leader of 
the House answered that while he 
agreed with the terms of the Motion it 
was a question for the Government 
and the Government alone. In 1899 he 
brought the subject forward as an 
Amendment to the Address, and on 
that occasion he got practically the 
same answer from the _ President 
of the Board of Trade. What he 
now wanted wasan inquiry into the 
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various remedies which had been pro- 
posed to meet a national emergency, 
the merits of which depended upon expert 
evidence. Some of his hon. friends had 
said: ‘‘You have got this matter of 
food supply down on the, Paper again; 
that means granaries, and granaries mean 
rats.” There was, however, some miscon- 
ception as to his position. He ventured 
‘to say that the argument that this was a 
question of a strong navy alone was not 
only unsatisfactory, but illogical. He 
had always endeavoured to point out 
that the danger of the high prices that 
were likely to arise for bread stuffs and 
other food, in the event of a war, was 
not alone a navy question. He had 
never endeavoured to argue that food 
could not be brought into these islands 
in the event of a war at a certain price. 
He had always assumed that we should 
continue to have an invincible navy 
and maintain command of the sea; but 
the national danger would arise from 
the high prices of the bread stuffs. 
There were hundreds of thousands of 
men and women in London who were 
surrounded with plenty of food in the 
shops, which was out of their reach 
simply because thay could not pay for 
it. Out of a population of 40,000,000 
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there were 200,000 social failures, men 
on the verge of starvation, who lived from 
hand to mouth, and without other 
means of subsistence than crime or 
charity. The only thing that kent 
these nen ‘rom violence and ri yt 
was the polic nd if their numbers 
were very largely inc: d we would be 
fa to ta WwW h ery 1 Tr no = 
tion. Hew ) ltop that in 
the event « naval war the p 

of bread would go up to such an extent 
that these 200,000 would be increased 


by millions. Then again there was a 
great industrial population which was 
earning a minimum wage of 20s. to 25s. 
a week, and who could just struggle on 
with their families when the quartern loaf 
was under 5d. But if the price of bread 
went up to ls. or Is. 6d. per quartern 
loaf, these men would drop into the same 
class as the 200,000 he had mentioned, 
and there would be millions of starving 
men in the large towns of the country 
clamouring for food which they could 
not buy. He had been told by experts 
n the trade that in the event of a great 


Mr. Seton-Karr. 
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a year for 
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naval war the price of wheat would very 
much exceed 100s. per quarter, and 
might even go up to 200s. per quarter, 
In 1812 we were a self-supporting nation 
with less than half the population than 
at present. We were fighting half the 
world at that time, and the quartern loaf, 
although we were not importing a single 
quarter of wheat, went up to ls. 8d. 
The agricultural labourers were then 
captured by the press gang. At the 
tine of the Crimean War, which was in 
no sense a naval war, for our navy 
always showed itself very much superior 
to the Russian navy, the price of wheat 
went up to 75s. a quarter, and the 
quartern loaf to Is. 4d. There were 
riots in some of the large towns. In 
1860 occurred the cotton famine on 
account of the American War, which 
threw 400,000 people out of work and on 
to the verge of starvation. It might be 
said they were provided for without riot 
by means of private charity, when over 
four millions sterling were subscribed to 
enable them to tide over that great 
crisis. The answer to that was that 
400,000 was a very small proportion of 
the number that would be affected bya 
great naval war, and it would be 
impossible to deal with them by 
private charity. 


my Toe ee 

ihere ,was a school of omists 

} * +} ee 
who said there was no use talking 
about nports « f we 
were repared y a y the 
imports of raw materiais ; it the 
conditions that affect the Tected 
+} 7 ed | | Om a — 
the other. To hi ind there was a 


clear line of $distinction between raw 


materials and food, for the si ison 
that a man could afford to w for a 
year for his work, but i was perf etly 


obvious we could not ask him to wait 
i] d 
He assume 


t of It, 


his dinner. 
that no man in this House, or 
could contradict the statement that we 
were absolutely dependent on foreign 
countries for the necessaries of life. 
There were forty millions of people in 


these islands, and five out of every six of | 


them were fed on bread-stuffs which 


qj 
came to these shores over trade routes, 


varying in length from three thousand 
to tem thousand miles. They were 
living practically from hand to mouth, 
_and that was the way they were feeding 
their industrial population, which he 
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believed amounted to something like! 
twenty-five millions. The position was 


absolutely unique in the history of the 
world. ‘There was no great Power at the 
present moment nor had there ever been 


a great Power in anything like the position | 


in which England was in regard to her 
food supply. Germany, he believed did 
last year import something like ten 
million quarters, but he also believed that 
in the event of war Germany would be 
practically self-supporting. Her supplies 
were solarge that by slight economy, and 
by proper management of her resources, 
she would not require to import in time 
of war. France was also self-supporting, 
and of course Russia and the United 
States were the greatest exporters in the 
world. He felt bound to remind the 
House of those points, because they were 
necessary in order to realise the necessi- 
ties of the case. Never before had this 
great Empire presented such a vulnerable 
flank to possible foes with regard to its 
food supply than at present. In 1812, 
of course, England grew everything she 
required, and in Cobden’s time only one 
million quarters were imported out of 
twenty millions consumed, and to all 
intents and purposes, therefore, Eng and 
was self-supporting. Not since the 


Crimean war had there been any war 
to test the situation from a naval 
point of view; yet England’s wheat 
acreage had decreased from five million 
acres down to four million acres, 
and now it was o 1,809,009 acres, 
> the population had increased to 
vowards of 10) 0.000 if is humbl 
ypinion, and iking with all respect 
0 ry, Cobden was one of the 

greatest political frauds that ever existed. 
Cobden always said and it was hi 


main argument that the repeal of the 
Corn Laws would not reduce the wheat 
acreage of the country by a single acre. 
He said over and over again that he 
would not advocate the repeal of the 
Corn Laws if it would reduce the wheat 
acreage, and the House could now realise 
how rash the prophesy was. Never had 
a prophesy been so absolutely falsified. 


He would ask all reasonable men, could 
it be supposed that other countries were 
not perfectly well aware of the position 
of England? He saw not long ago—he 
gave the information for what it was 


worth—that France had made up her | 
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mind to build a large number of 
commerce destroyers, and that she was 
bent in the event of war arising 
with England on being able to attack 
British commerce, and British food 
supplies with the greatest possible effect. 
He thought that the reason of that 
was that England was not quite so 
popular on the Continent as they thought 
she was, and in that case it was just as 
well that they should examine the 
joints in their armour and find out 
where they were vulnerable, because it 
was perfectly certain if, by any chance, 
England were at war with a European 
Power, that Power would make a point 
of attacking England’s jweakest joint, 
which at present was her food supply. 
He was not going to argue the question 
of contraband of war, but he could not 
find any authority which definitely laid 
down the principle that food supplies 
were not contraband of war, and he felt 
perfectly certain that if England were 
ever involved in a great struggle with 
a Continental Power, which involved the 
extinction of one or the other as a first 
class Power, that that Power would not 
throw away any means to secure success. 
He could not suppose that any country, 
fighting fora great object, would possibly 
allow grain ships to pass to England in 








in ws a a ae ye 2 2 f i 
order that Englishmen might be fed and 
1 | ‘ aoe Rha Ss eas 
be able to continue fighting. He thought 
rom @ Co m sense point of view that 
} Pa yees - ee c t: 
he 1estion of contraband of war 
yould not arise, and that any Power at 
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eer 1 ‘ig oe - 
if a half a dozen authoritics were 

3s SES Pope nn, Soe ent ys 3 

asked what was the amount of grain 


in the country the chances were 
that they would give a half a dozen 
different answers, and that was a 
very practical reason why there should 
be an inquiry by the Government into 
the matter. At present the amount of 
the reserves of grain could be ascertained 
within certain limits. The minimum 
was one month and the maximum was 
four months, and his own opinion was 
that the reserves were more often near 
the minimum than the maximum. That 
brought him to a point which he thought 
deserved consideration, namely, the 


— my 
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came tothe country. He would ask the 
House to remember that the food supply 
of the country was absolutely in private 
hands, and was not controlled by legisla- 
That that 
merchants, the exporters, 
carriers were al] guided by one principles 


the corn 


the 


tion. meant 


and 


namely, buying in the cheapest market 
and selling in the dearest market. In the 
event of war would the corn merchants 
of the country, 
supplies in their hands, act in a philan- 
thropic and benevolent spirit? What 
they would do would be to hold their 
commodities for the highest possible 
price, and the longer they held the 
greater would be the price. He did not 
blame them for that, it was their busi- 


At present railway rates were 


with three months’ 


ness. 
limited, the price of gas and water was 
limited, but the most important matter 
of all was absolutely left to the play of 
supply and demand. The possibility of a 
wheat corner had often been discussed, 
and he absolutely believed that if favour- 
able conditions should arise, American 
business men would put up the price 
against England, and would not hesitate 
a moment to corner the markets. He 
would put a case. He would suppose 
that Russia was at war with England 
and that, to all intents and purposes, the 
Baltic and the Black Sea ports were 
closed. England would have to fall back 
for her wheat supply on the American 


market. That would be a magnificent 
opportunity for the capitalists of 


America to put up the price of wheat to 
an almost appalling figure. 


It being midnight, the debate stood 
adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


Mr. Seton-Karr. 


{COMMONS} 


conditions under which food supplies | 





Bills. 
NEW BILLS. 

LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO. 
Bill to enable Localities by a direct 
Veto to prevent the issue of licences for 
the sale of intoxicating liquors, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Caine, Mr, 
Henry J. Wilson, Mr. Burt, Mr. 

Whittaker, and Mr. Channing. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO BILL. 

‘To enable Localities by a direct Veto 
to prevent the issue of licences for the 
sale of intoxicating liquors,” presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday 11th 


June, and to be printed. [Bill 58.] 


REGISTRATION OF CLUBS. 

Bill to provide for the Registration of 
Clubs, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Caine, Mr. Eugene Wason, Mr. 
Hain, Mr. Lloyd-George, Mr. Schwann, 
Mr. Young, Mr. Harmsworth, and Sir 
Joseph Leese. 


REGISTRATION OF CLUBS !BILL. 

‘To provide for the Registration of 
Clubs,” presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday 4th June, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 59. } 


MEAT MARKING (IRELAND). 

Bill to provide for Meat Marking in 
Ireland, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Field, Mr. Condon, Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien, Captain Donelan, and Mr. 
O’ Mara. 


MEAT MARKING (IRELAND) BILL. 

“To provide for Meat Marking in 
Ireland,” presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday 5th February, and to be 
printed. [Bill 60.] 


Adjourned at five minutes 
after Twelve o’clock, 
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1085 Returns, 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Tuesday, 28th January, 1902. 





OFFICE OF LORD GREAT CHAM- 
BERLAIN. 


Committee for Privileges met ; Coungel 
heard: Mr. Haldane, K.C., for the Earl 
of Ancaster, applied for an adjournment 
to the 18th of February next, to allow 
time for the claims to be properly pre- 
sented to the House; Counsel for the 
Duke of Atholl and the Marquess of 


 Cholmondeley and the Earl Carrington 
t stated that they would be prepared to 
; argue their claims on that day: Com- 
. mittee adjourned to Tuesday, the 18th 
S of February next. 


House resumed. 


AUGMENTATION OF BENEFICES ACT, 
q 1863. 


E from 6th December, 1900, to 28th Jan- | 


Return of Proceedings under the Act, 


uary, 1902; Laid before the House 


: (pursuant to Act), and to be printed. 
p (No. 7.) 


2 


{28 January 1902} 
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petitions deposited against private Bills in 
the ordinary way. 


Reports, Lc. 


Ordered, That all Petitions deposited at 
the Office of the Secretary for Scotland, 
pursuant to the General Orders, in favour 
of or against a draft Provisional Order 
| shall, on transmission from the Office of 
| the Secretary for Scotland, be received as 
if duly deposited in favour of or against 
| the substituted Bill. 
| Ordered, That this be a Standing Order 
|of the House.—(The Chairman of Ways 


| and Means.) 





PETITIONS. 


MIDWIVES BILL. 


| Petitions in favour; from Wimbledon 
|(four); and Edge Hill; to lie uponffthe 
| Table. 


RATING OF LAND VALUES. 


Petition from Birkenhead, for altera- 
tion of Law; to lie upon the Table. 





House adjourned at a quarter past | 


Eleven o’clock, to Thursday next, 
half-past Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 28th January, 1902. 





The House met at Three of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT 1899. 

*Tue CHAIRMAN or WAYS anp 
MEANS (Mr. J. W. Lowtuer, Cumber- 
land, Penrith): In moving the Motion 
which stands in my name, I have only to 
say it is little more than a formal matter. 
As the House is aware, under the Private 
Bill Procedure (Scotland) Act, private Bills 
originate in Provisional Orders, and all I 
now ask is that the petitions deposited 
against Provisional Orders in the Scotch 
Ottice shall be sent to the Private Bill 
Office in the case of those Provisional 
Orders which are to go forward as private 
Bills, and they will then take the place of 

VOL. CI. [FourtTH SERIES. | 


| RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


| WAGES AND EFFECTS OF DECEASED 
SEAMEN. 

| Account [presented 17th January] to 

| be printed. [No. 31.] 

| Papers laid upon the Table by the 


| Clerk Assistant. 
| 


| AUGMENTATION OF BENEFICES 
| Copy of Return of Proceedings under 


|The Augmentation of Benefices Act, 
| 1863, up to and inclusive of the 28th 
| January 1902 [by Act]; to be printed 
| [No. 32.] 


PUBLIC REVENUE (INTERCEPTION). 


Return ordered, “of the amounts of 
all Public Revenue derived from Taxes 
levied by Parliament, and from any 
other sources, which are not paid into 
His Majesty’s Exchequer, for the years 
1899-1900 and 1900-1901, with the 
totals in each case (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 12, of Ses- 
sion 2, 1899).’’—(Mr. Gibson Bowles.) 

2T 
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RESERVE AND DISCHARGED SOLDIERS, fire lighters, indicating the names b 
COMMONB). LOYMENT (HOUSE OF | initials, and showing the pay vended 
Si praca al by each such person in respect of such 
Return ordered, “showing the per-| employment, the date of his appoint- 
sons employed on the fixed establish-| ment, whether he is a Reservist or 
ment of the House of Commons as/ Discharged Soldier, and, if he is, speci- 
messengers, hall keepers, porters, night | fying the rank he formerly held, and 
watchmen, attendants, cloak-room at-| the corps to which he used to belong, 
tendants, office keepers, cleaners, and |in the following form :— 








| 
Name indicated | Office or | Pay | Date of Whether a Reservist or Discharged 
by initials. position held. | received. | appointment. Soldier, and, if so, rank and corps. 





in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, | Acquisition Act, 1899, ordered to be 
No. 209, of Session 1898).”—Colonel brought in by Mr. Horner, Sir Harry 
Brookfield.) Bullard, Sir Benjamin Stone, Sir Thomas 


LEAD POISONING IN EARTHENWARE Wrightson, Mr. Bell, Mr. Ernest Gray, 
AND CHINA WORKS. and Mr. Harry Samuel. 

Address for “Return of the cases of SMALL DWELLINGS ACQUISITION ACT 
Lead Poisoning reported as occurring in (1899) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Earthenware and China works durin fe ' 
the years 1899, 1900, 1901, showing (ty ‘ To. ae yn Small Dwellings 
the number of cases in each month with, a a 99," presented and 
for purposes of comparison, the corre- tage: eevee ag ged > sain 

: * 2, time upon Wednesday, 26th February, 
sponding figures for all other industries 4 to be wrinted. [Till 61 
under the Factory and Workshop Acts; | *™° °° 0@ Printed. [Bill 61.] 
(2) the number of cases in the several UNIVERSITY OF WALES (GRADUATES 
classes of works in the various processes ; | ~~ ihe ee 
(3) the severity of the attacks, the _ Bill to extend the privileges of the 
number of previous attacks, and the Graduates of the University of Wales, 
main symptoms; (4) the number of ordered to be brought in by Mr. Bryn- 
persons suspended by the Certifying mor Jones, Mr. Alfred Thomas, Mr. 
Surgeons for the Hanley, Stoke, Burslem, Kenyon, Mr. Humphreys-Owen, and 
and Tunstall districts from working in Lieutenant-Colonel Pryce-Jones. 
dangerous processes in which such . satin 
persons were employed (in continuation UNIVERSITY OF oo (GRADUATES) 
of Parliamentary Papers, Nos. 60, 61, aH 
ind 126, of Session 1900).”—(Mr. Jesse 
Yollings.) 


“To extend the privileges of the 
Graduates of the University of Wales,” 
presented, and read the first time; to be 
ote Ante read a second time upon Wednesday, 

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 26th February, and to be printed. [Bill 

Ordered, That the proceedings on the 62.] ‘ 

Address in answer to His Majesty’s 

Speech have precedence this day and To- PROVISIONAL ORDERS (WALES AND 
morrow of the Notices of Motions and of MONMOUTHSHIRE). 

the other Orders of the Day. (Mr. Bill to provide for improving and ex- 





Balfour.) tending the procedure for obtaining 
ss ener Parliamentary powers by way of Pro- 
NEW BILLS. 'visional Orders in matters relating to 


ee Wales, including Monmouthshire, ordered 


SMALL DWELLINGS ACQUISITION ACT to be brought in by Mr. D. A. Thomas, 
(1899) AMENDMENT. Mr. Samuel Evans, Mr. M‘Kenna, and 


Bill to amend The Small Dwellings Mr. Bryn Roberts. 
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PROVISIONAL ORDERS (WALES AND | CHURCH PARISH COUNCILS BILL. 


mpi marie ing ' ‘To amend the Law relating to Parish 
“To provide for improving and @X-/ Vestries and Churchwardens, and to 
tending the procedure for obtaining | provide for the appointment of Church 
Parliamentary powers by way of Pro-) parish Councils in England and Wales,” 
risional Orders in matters relating to presented, and read the first time; to be 
Wales, including Monmouthshire,” pre- p44 a second time upon Wednesday, 7th 
sented, and read the first time; to be way and to be printed. [Bill 66.] 
read a Second time upon Wednesday, 16th = *’ : ; 
April, and to be printed. [Bill 63.] riley modnee anceseedn. 
- | 
HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES | _ Bill to abolish Tied | Houses, ordered to 
SRD BASE. , | be brought in by Mr. Broadhurst, Sir John 
Bill{to amend the Law relating to the Brunner, Sir Walter Foster, Mr. Levy, 
Housing of the Working Classes, to Mr. Thomas Bayley, and Mr. Herbert 
establish Fair Renti Courts, and to) Lewis. ' 
amend the Law of Rating, ordered to, 
be brought in by Dr. Macnamara, Mr. $$ TIED HOUSES ABOLITION BILL. 
John Burns, Mr. Bell, Mr. Cremer, 
(aptain Norton, Mr. Shipman, Mr. 
George White, and Mr. Stuart Samuel. 


‘To abolish Tied Houses,” presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 5th Feb- 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES | TUA@ry, and to be printed. [ Bill 67.] 


AND RATING BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to the 
Housing of the Working Classes, to} Bill to amend the Vaccination Acts, 
establish Fair Rent Courts, and to ordered to be brought in by Mr. Broad- 
amend the Law of Rating,” presented, hurst, Mr. Thomas Bayley, Sir John 
and read the first time; to be read a Rolleston, Mr. Channing, and Mr. Corrie 
second time upon Thursday, 13th Feb- Grant. 
ruary, and to be printed. [Bill 64.] | 


VACCINATION ACTS AMENDMENT. 





VACCINATION ACTS AMENDMENT 
CLERGY (DISCIPLINE). BILL. 


© oe Ret gl Sar ak for «> amend the Vaccination Acts,” 
me a 4 ‘age pe 50 ee i 4 aes | presented, and read the first time; to be 
committed by Clergymen, ordered to be | read a second time upon Wednesday, 


trought in by Mr. Brand, Mr. Edward 54), February, and to be printed. [Bill 


Morton, Mr. Mellor, and Mr. Charles 
68.] 
M‘Arthur. 


CLERGY (DISCIPLINE) BILL. | (3.30.) QUESTIONS. 


“To make {further provision for en-| South African War—Peace Negotiations. 


oreing Discipline in case of offences | , 
oi = > 29 | Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
ommitted by Clergymen,’’ presented, 'I beg to ask the First Lord of the 


id read the first time; to be read a |; : ; 
‘ Treasury, whether at any time since the 


sepa page printed. [ill 65. | negotiations between Lord Kitchener and 
sae |General Botha any overtures, suggestions, 

one or proposals, with a view to the termina- 
EE Se ee | tion of the war, and purporting to come 
Bill to amend the Law relating to} from all or any of the Boer leaders or 
Parish Vestries and Churchwardens, and | Boer ex-officials, or members of the late 
to provide for the appointment of Church | Volksraad, at the time in Holland, were 
Parish Councils in England and Wales, | submitted to the Prime Minister by any 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Mellor, | member of His Majesty’s Privy Council. 
Mr. Edward Morton, Mr. Brand, Mr.|I beg also to ask the First Lord of the 
Charles M‘Arthur, and Mr Humphreys-| Treasury, whether, at any time since the 
Owens. negotiations between Lord Kitchener and 


2T2 
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General Botha,' any application to His 
Majesty’s Government has been made in 
regard to proposals for the termination 
of the war, to allow any of the Boers in 
Holland, who occupied high positions in 
the former Boer Government, to com- 
municate with the Boer leaders in South 
Africa; and whether, if so, the applica- 
tion was refused. 


Questions. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, E.) 
No overtures for peace have been re- 
ceived from any one authorised to speak 
on behalf of the Boers. A communica- 
tion was, however, 


ment, which is now under consideration, 
I propose to lay on the Table as soon as 
I am in a position to do so a copy of that 
communication and of our reply to it. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I did not allude 
to what took place last Saturday, but 
to what took place previously, I think 


in August; and I asked whether over- | 


tures, or suggestions, or proposals pur- 
porting to come from the Boer leaders 
were submitted to the Prime Minister 
by any member of His Majesty’s Privy 
Council. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the com- 
munications did not come from persons 
authorised by the Boers they are not a 
proper subject for question and answer 
across the floor of the House; they are 
only part of the private correspondence 
with which all Ministers are more or 


less flooded. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): I beg to. 


ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether British officers or 
officials will be in order in entering into 
negotiations for terms of peace with 
Boer officers who, according to the pro- 


clamation of 7th August, have practi- | 


cally been outlaws since 15th September. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 


Birmingham, W.): There is nothing to , 
prevent Boer officers in the field from | 


making overtures to the Commander-in- 
Chief. If they do so he has been in- 
structed by telegram of April 19th to re- 
port such overtures to His Majesty’s 
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Government. I think the Question 
wrongly describes the technical status of 


leaders mentioned in the proclamation. 


| 
Cape Colony Revenues. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Camarthen 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies if he will state 
| the cause and give particulars of the 
| increase of £1, 266,000 in the revenue of 
ithe Cape Colony for the nine months 
panne 31st March, 1901; and will he 
|say what amount that Colony has spent 
| and is spending on the war, and if it is 
charged to their Revenue Account. 





received late on} 
Saturday night from the Dutch Govern- | 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The in- 
crease was principally under the heads. 
|of Customs and Railway Receipts, the 
‘increase in Customs being £427,000, and 
‘in Railway Receipts £653,000. I am 
not in possession of the figures and can- 
not say how far it is charged to 
Revenue. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: But what is 
| the cause of the increase ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I can add 
nothing to my answer. 


Rhodesia—Property of Deceased 
Settlers. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 

the Colonies, whether he is in a position 

‘to say whether property left by deceased 

_settlers in Rhodesia is affected by the 

war, or whether the effects of deceased 

settlers in that region are, on proof, now 
realisable. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I under- 
stand that the answer to the first part 
of the Question is in the negative, and 
to the second part in the affirmative. 


Graspan Engagement—Proposed Clasp. 


to ask the Secretary of State for War, 
| whether, in view of the conduct of the 
| Naval Brigade and troops at Graspan, 4 
| . . . 
clasp inscribed Graspan could be issued. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
/WAR (Mr. Bropricx, Surrey, uild- 
ford): Iam afraid that it will not be 
| possible to issue a clasp for Graspan. It 
_has been decided to limit the grant of 


109. 
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clasps tv the chief actions of the war. | Minister and the Attorney General of the 
If a clasp were granted for Graspan, it | Cape Colony, be submitted to a competent 
would be necessary to issue others for | legal adviser on Lord Kitchener’s staff 


several actions of similar importance. before the sentence is carried out; and 
; , | whether the recommendations of that 
Martial Law in Cape Colony. | legal adviser will be followed. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to| "I ve Nene 
ask the Secretary of State for War, | Mr. BRODRICK : The Military District 


whether, in accordance with the Minute Commandant is the oe authority in 
handed to the Governor of Cape Colony | all districts under Martial Law. The civil 
by his Ministers on 16th April, 1901, | legal officials — being utilised, as far -” 
the evidence in all trials under Martial | practicable, under his orders for dealing 
Law in Cape Colony has been fully judicially with ordinary offences against 
recorded, and a copy sent to the civil law. The trial of Commandant 
Attorney General ri record in his Krietzinger for certain capital offences 
office; and, if so, whether he will lay the which are a violation of the laws of war 
full reports of the evidence. in all cases| Wil! be conducted by a Military Court 
Ghats the déth penalty has been Composed of not less than three officers. 


inflicted, upon the Table of the House. In the event of his being found guilty 
sentence if involving death or penal 


Mr. BRODRICK: The reports of the | servitude will, as in other similar cases, be 
full proceedings are retained in South ree mers by i D teed ‘ oe 
Africa, but extracts from these are sent “2¢V0Cate General, and secondly by sir A. 
to England, and will be shown in the Solomon. The proceedings with their 
Return which I have promised opinions are then submitted to Lord 

: | Kitchener. 


| [were 


Mr. DILLON: I did not ask for full Trial of Commandant Scheepers. 
reports of all trials, but only for those in Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Merthyr 
which the death penalty was inflicted, Tydvil): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
which I think is a not unreasonable giate for War whether he will furnish 
request. either a full report of the proceedings 


: of the court-martial which condemned 
Mr. BRODRICK: In relation to any | Commandant Scheepers, or a summary 


goer a ae pe me I will | thereof giving the constitution of the 
consider if the evidence can be given. | court, and an outline of the evidence 


Mr. DILLON: I will ask the right against and the defence made by the 


hon. Gentleman to consider the case of | prisoner on each charge. 
Commandant Scheepers. Mr. BRODRICK: As I have already 


: 5 cal informed the House, information as to 
Trial of Commandant Krietzinger. the proceedings will be included in the 


Mr.EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dundee): Return which I have already promised. 
1 beg to ask the Secretary of State for The hon. Member had probably better 
War, whether, about the Ist December | await the publication to see whether 
last, the judicial duties of the Military | what he desires is included. 
district commandants in the Cape Colony | 
were transferred to the Colonial magis- Case of D. FP. Marais. 
trates and civil commissioners of the, Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
districts; whether the trial of the Boer E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
Commandant Krietzinger is proceeding for War whether Mr. David Frangois 
before a tribunal composed of such | Marais, who was arrested at the Paarl 
magistrates or before one composed of in Cape Colony on 14th August, and 
Military officers; and, if of Military deported on 17th August 300 miles to 
officers, of how many; whether Com-| Beaufort West and imprisoned, is still 
mandant Krietzinger is being tried on | in prison; and, if so, will he state where ; 
capita charges; and, if so, whether, in| or has he been liberated and allowed to 
the event of his being found guilty, the | return to his home, and, whether any 
p ‘oceedings will, as advised by the Prime | charge has been formulated against Mr. 

{ 
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Marais, and has he been tried on such authorities in South Africa with 
charge; and, if so, with what result. reference to the deportation and arrest 
of Miss Hobhouse. 

Mr. BRODRICK: Mr. Marais was 
detained in gaol in Beaufort West Mr. BRODRICK: No telegrams or 
pending the decision of the Judicial other communications passed before Miss 
Committee of the Privy Council. The! Hobhouse’s deportation, and I have 
charge against him was an infringement | therefore nothing to lay on the Table. 
of the Martial Law regulations. No in-| 
formation has yet reached us of the Mr. C. J. Lotter. 
further action taken with regard to Mr. HENRY J. WILSON (Yorkshire, 
him. W.R., Holmforth): I beg to ask the 

Dr. Reinecke. Secretary of State for War, will he ex- 


| plain why Mr. C. J. Lotter, a Me 
Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the | Geo Part cep ae wee: 


— . the Cape Parliament, who, together with 
Secretary of State for War, whether he | his son and manager, was arrested by 


will state upon what ground, and by | the Military in the Uitenhage district of 
whose orders, Dr. - Reinecke, a doctor | the Cape Colony, in January, 1901, was 
practising at Ceres in the Cape Colony, | committed for trial only on the 8th of 
was arrested on 27th August last, and this month. By whose authority and 
taken to Malmesbury and imprisoned ;' on what ground has he been kept in 
whether he is aware that Dr. Reinecke | prison for 50 weeks without trial; what 
was liberated in September on an order ig the charge against him ; and what is 


of the Supreme Court at Cape Town, the tribunal before which he is now to 
and rearrested the same night by the be tried. 


military authorities; and whether he 
can state upon what ground Dr. Mr. BRODRICK: I have no informa-— 


Reinecke was rearrested, where he is tion of this matter. If the hon. Member | 


now. and whether he has ever been | will supply me with facts substantiating 
brought to trial for any offence; and, his statement, I will make inquiry. 
if so, with what result. ; 


Mr. BRODRICK: Dr. Reinecke was Capital Sentences on Boers. 
arrested as a suspect by order of the Mr. WILLIAM LAWRENCE (Liver- 
Military Commandant of Ceres, and was pool, Abercrombie): I beg to ask the 
sent under escort to Malmesbury, where Secretary of State for War, whether he 
he was lodged in the civil gaol. His can state the reason why the sentence 
wife then moved the Supreme Court of of death passed on the Boers Vander- 
Cape Colony to order the civil gaoler to walt and Vorster, who were convicted of 


release the prisoner. The Court issued murder, has been commuted ; whether | 


the order on the ground that a civil he will furnish a Return of the 
servant of the law could not retain in murderers whose sentences have thus 
custody a person committed by an order been commuted, with a short statement 
issued by the military authorities. The of the nature of the crimes committed; 
Court confined this order simply to the and whether against white or black 
civil officer, and the Chief Justice, in subjects of His Majesty; whether, 
giving judgment, added, ‘‘What the | seeing that the use of uniform of an 
military will do «n the subject, I do not enemy for the purpose of disguise was 
know, and I cannot now restrain them.” condemned by the Conference at the 
I have no information in regard to the Hague, he can furnish a Return of the 


re-arrest or subsequent action taken. eases of this use of His Majesty’ 
' uniform in attacking our troops; and 
Miss Hobhouse. whether any persons have been punished 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.): | by court martial in consequence. 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | ' 
War, whether he will lay upon the; Mr. BRODRICK: I have no in 
Table of the House the communications formation as to the reasons for the 





by telegraph and oth:rwise that passed commutation of the death sentences | 


between the War Office and the Military | mentioned. The number of murderers 
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whose sentences have been commuted | 


will be included in the Return of 
Extracts of Proceedings of Military 
Courts held under Martial Law which I 
have promised to lay on the Table. A 
certain number of Boers captured, 
disguised in British uniform, have been 


shot, but I have no information of the 


numbers. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Is there 
any guarantee that these men hada 
fair trial ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Purchase of Hungarian Horses. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War, whether he intends to publish 
the Report of the Committee upon the 
purchase of Hungarian horses for the 
Imperial Yeomanry ; and, if so, can he 
say when will it be before the Supple- 
mentary Estimate is taken. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Report was 
laid upon the Table last night, and will 
be circulated to Members as soon as 


possible. 


Deceased Soldiers’ Assets. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL : I beg to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office, 
whether, in the case of a deceased | 
soldier for whose assets next of kin are 
advertised, these assets can be handed 
over to a person taking out letters of 
administration in the ordinary way. 


THe FINANCIAL! SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord Stan tery, Lan- 
cashire, Westhoughton): Yes, Sir. On 
production of letters of administration 
to the War Office, the effects of a de- 
ceased soldier are in the ordinary course | 
issued to the grantee whether the 
amount has been advertised or not. 


Army Meat Contracts. 

Sir EDWARD STRACHEY (Somerset- 
shire, S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War, whether, in the new con- 
tract for the supply of meat to the troops 
in South Africa, the stipulation that the 
meat shall be obtained so far as possible 
in Australia and New Zealand is depen- 
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LorpD STANLEY: The contract pro- 
vides for the supply of meat at one price 
for fresh meat, and at one price for 
frozen meat, and there is nothing in the 
contract which prevents the supply of 
meat from the United Kingdom or 
Canada. 


Questions. 


Army Jam Contracts. 

CoLonEL LONG (Worcestershire, Eve- 
sham): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War, whether he will have 
inserted in all Army contracts dealing 
with jam a stipulation that the jam 
| supplied is to be made from British or 
Irish grown fruit. 


Lorp STANLEY: 
| stipulation would have the effect of 
_excluding all Colonial produce and, 
further, of preventing the troops from 
| obtaining apricot jam or marmalade. 


No, Sir, such a 


Royal Army Medical Corps. 

Mr. WASON (Clackmannan and Kin- 
| ross): On behalf of the hon. Member for 
West Aberdeenshire, | beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War, whether he 
can inform the House when the last 
examination took place for commissions 
in the Royal Army Medical Corps, how 
many vacancies there were, and how 
many candidates competed for them ; 
and, whether, to encourage the flow of 
candidates from the medical schools, he 
will quickly produce the Royal Warrant 
founded on the recommendation of his 
Committee. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The last examina- 
tion was in February, 1901, when 
twenty-two appointments were offered, 
and ten candidates competed. The 
Royal Warrant will shortly be published. 


Officers’ Uniform Allowances. 

LIEUTENANT-COLONEL PRYCE-JONES 
(Montgomery Borough): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War, in view 
of the extra expense involved on the 
officers of the army by the purchase of 
'the new uniform about to be introduced, 
and the intention to reduce their ex- 
| penses, whether an allowance to cover 
the same will be granted; and, if not, 
'whether some of the contemplated 
| changes in the uniform can be abolished 


dent on the price, and whether this | 


stipulation prevents the supply of meat | 


from the United Kingdom or Canada. 


Lorp STANLEY: Will my hon. and 
| gallant friend kindly refer to my reply to 
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@ question put yesterday on this subject | Mr. BRODRICK: The operation jg 
by the hon. Member for the West | not yet concluded, so I cannot tell the 
Division ot Newington.+ amount. 


Commissions on Colonial Disbursements. H.M.S. ‘ Condor.” 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare,| Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead); 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State|I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
for the Colonies, if the Government of | Admiralty, whether he can state what 
New South Wales has demanded a com- | was the co-efficient of fineness of H.MS, 
mission of three per cent. on all disburse- | “ Condor,” reported lost, and what was 
ments made on behalf of the British War | the height of her bulwarks above the 
Office ; and, if so, whether this charge is | deck. 


ee *Taz SECRETARY to THe ADMIR. 

*Mr. BARLOW (Somersetshire, | ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-Forster, Belfast, 
Frome): I beg to ask the Secretary | W.): The block co-efficient of fineness 
of Statefor the Colonies, whether|of the ‘‘Condor” is 52. The height 
any, and, if so, which of the Colonies | of the bulwarks above the upper deck 
which have expended money at the is 4 feet, 3 inches. 


request and on _ account of the| . 
British War Office, have in making up | Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN : Does the 
hon. Gentleman consider this co-efficient 


their bills against the Imperial Govern- ; ; 
ment charged a commission; if so, at * a necessary for a ship of this 
in 


what rate per cent. and is it the intention 


of the Imperial Government to pay such) #fp. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Itis quite 
oe the normal fineness for a ship of that 


Mr. BRODRICK : It has been decided | “!48s- 
that the usual commission of three per | HMS. “Diadem.” 
cent. for local expenditure on behalf of | ,, ht ate - 
ue Wer Tiles dunia be alowed ‘to! Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN : : ig - 
the Colonial Governments in connection | spt nigel bo cr ty, “ re t 
with raising and equipping Colonial | °°”. . jadem ahr put “ : 
Contingents from oversea that were | CO™™USSOn by reason of defects ; and, i 
wile a0 the exnenss of the ‘Texneial | °° will he state the nature and extent 
” P | of these defects. 


Government. 
a | *Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The 
. Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: The |“ Diadem” has been put out of commis- 
right hon. Gentleman has used the | sion on account of defects in her boiler 
word ‘‘usual.” Is there precedent for | cases and columns which are buckled 
such payment # /and worn. In order to make the re- 


Mr. BRODRICK: In the case of | quired repairs, it will be necessary to 








military pensions paid to pensioners | Baa as 
166 ° ” » 

rae z : . Diadem ” has been in n nsince 

residing in the Colonies, the Colonial ?— xt peal pane amiga te 


Governments have always been allowed July, 1898, and would in the ordinary 


three per cent. on behalf of the Imperial /eourse have been paid off to refit in 


Government. February. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn) Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: Am I to 
Regis): Is the payment made to the | Understand that the “ Diadem ” requires 


colonies or to the Crown Agents ? | new boilers 2 
| 
: +t te nag) «~=—0* MR. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No Sir, 
ee ny ae as I have stated, it is the columns and 
cases of the boilers that require repair. 
Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): What is | 


the total amount ? 


to the colonies. I will make inquiry. 


Portsmouth Dockyard. 
Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports 
+See page 958, /mouth): I beg to ask the Secretary to 





|remove some of the elements. The | 
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the Admiralty, whether he is able to 
give an assurance that, although the 
intention of building H.M.S. ‘‘ Edward 
VII.” at Portsmouth has been abandoned, 
there is no intention of forsaking the 
principle that new work should always 
proceed concurrently with repairs and 
refits, and that the establishment men- 
tioned will not be solely occupied with 
the latter operations. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It is un- 
desirable to give any pledge as to the 
nature or distribution of the work to be 
undertaken at any time in the Royal 
Dockyards, but there is no intention of 
confining the work at Portsmouth Dock- 
yard to repairs and refits, to the exclusion 
of construction. 


Keyham Extension Works. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Ad- 
miralty, whether it is proposed to use 
concrete instead of stone for the quoins 
and cornices and other dressings in the 
proposed new torpedo sheds and boat 
house at the Keyham Extension Works ; 
and, if so, will he state the reasons why 
this experiment is to be made in such 
important works. 


*THE CIVIL LORD or tHE AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. PretyMan, Suffolk, 
Woodbridge) : The Admiralty have 
sanctioned the use of granolithic concrete 
for the coping to the side walls of the 
Slipways, and also for the window sills 
of the new Boat Shed for the Dockyard 
Reserve, Keyham Dockyard Extension. 
The new Torpedo Store is being designed, 


but no decision has yet been come to as | 


to the use of granolithic concrete in 
place of stone dressings. In reply to the 
latter part of the hon. Member’s Question, 
the use of this concrete is not an experi- 
ment, it has been used for a considerable 
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| years; if so, can he now state the terms 
of the arrangement. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes, Sir. 
Engine-room artificers will in the future be 
| eligible for the warrant rank of artificer 
engineer after 8 years confirmed service 
instead of 10, and the minimum limit of 
age at which they may obtain the rank 
has been reduced from 35 to 29 years. 


The New Hebrides—Land Disputes. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary .of State for the Colonies, 
whether the Commonwealth Government 
has recently requested His Majesty’s 
|Government to attempt to bring about 
| the appointment for the New Hebrides 
'of a Land Court, and whether any 
| negotiations have taken place upon the 
| subject and with what result. 
| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: His Majesty’s 
| Government have proposed to the Govern- 
/ment of France the appointment of a 
| Commission for the adjustment of dis- 
| putes about land in the New Hebrides. 
| The discussion of the matter is still pro- 
| ceeding. 


Pottery Trade Arbitration. 

| Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-on-Trent): I 
| beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
| Home Department, if he will publish as 
/a Parliamentary Paper, in continuation 
_of the series Lead Compounds in Pottery, 
'the evidence of Dr. A. M. M‘Aldowie, 
‘the senior physician to the North 
Staffordshire Infirmary, which he was 
| prevented giving at the recent arbitration 
at Stoke-on-Trent by the collapse of the 
| Home Office case. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For - 
‘THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
| Rircure, Croydon): I cannot undertake 
to publish as a Parliamentary Paper 
evidence not given at the arbitration 


Questions. 





time past, and is found to be cheaper , 2d not subjected to cross-examination. 


than stone. 


But I may say that I understand that 


|the evidence referred to has already 


Engine-room. Artificers. | 


Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, | 
Wansbeck): I beg to ask the Secretary | 
to the Admiralty, whether any arrange- | 
ment has been made to enable engine- | 
room artificers to obtain warrant rank | 
before they have reached the age of 35 | 


| been published and put on sale by the 


Manufacturers’ Association. It can, I 
believe, be bought for the price of one 
penny. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, whether he will lay before 
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Parliament the Official Report of the 
whole of the proceedings in the recent 
arbitration in connection with the 
pottery trade. 


Questions. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I doubt whether the 
Report referred to would be of such 
general interest and use as to justify the 
reprinting and publishing of it at the 
public expense. There are, however, a 
few spare copies of the shorthand notes 
as printed for the use of the arbitrators 
and parties: and I should be happy to 
send a copy to the right hon. Baronet 
or to any other hon. Member specially 
interested in the matter. There was 
also, of course, a daily report of the 
proceedings in the local newspapers. 


Chinese Imperial Seals. 
Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the 


Department, whether his attention has | 


been directed to the advertisementof asale 
of the Chinese Imperial Seals on Friday 
next ; whether he will cause inquiry to 
be made as to whether these seals are 
stolen or looted property ; and whether 
he will see that they are restored to the 
Chinese Government. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I had not previously 
heard of this advertisement. The matter 
appears to be worthy of consideration, 
and I will consult my colleagues. 


Ecclesiastical Commission. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department, 
whether he is aware that the Ecclesi- 


astical Commissioners have arranged to | 


transact within their own office the legal 
business connected with the conveyance 
of sites for churches and Churchyards 
without making any charge for legal 
expenses; whether this arrangement 
will include sites conveyed to private 
trustees for burial grounds in which 
purials can take place only in conformity 
with the rites of the Church of England; 
whether it will involve the expenditure 
of public funds for purposes the cost of 
which has hitherto been borne by private 
individuals ; and whether Papers showing 
the nature of the arrangement and the 
mode of carrying it into effect can be 
produced. 


{COMMONS} 


Home | 
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| *Mr. RITCHIE: I understand that an 
arrangement such as that suggested in 
the first paragraph has been established, 
but that it does not apply to the con. 
veyance of sites for burial grounds to 
private trustees, the Commissioners being 
not concerned in such matters. The 
expenses under the arrangement will be 
provided out of the funds of the Com. 
missioners, from which Solicitors’ costs 
in similar cases have hitherto been paid, 
I do not think that it is a matter calling 
for Papers to be laid before the House. 


Sunday Games. 

Captain DONELAN (Cork E); 
who had on the Paper the following 
question— 

‘*To ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, whether, seeing that the games of 
| feotball and cricket are prohibited by statute 
in England on Sunday, steps will be taken to 
place football and cricket upon the same footing 
| in this respect as lawn tennis and golf,” 
said: The question has been altered, and 
| I do not desire to publish it in its present 
‘form. May I say that I did not commit 
' myself to the statement that Sunday 
| football and cricket were prohibited by 
statute. I only asked for information. 





Sparks from Locomotives. 


| Mr. A.K.LOYD (Berkshire, Abingdon): 


| I beg to ask the President of the Board 
| of Trade, whether the Board has made 
| any investigation as to the efficiency of 
| the apparatus invented by Mr. Drum- 
'mond for preventing the escape of 
| sparks from railway locomotives without 
| material reduction of the air draught; 
| and, if so, can he state the result of the 
investigation. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. GeraLp BALFovr, Leeds, 
Central): I have seen accounts in the 
| public Press of the apparatus referred to 
| by the hon. Member, but the Board of 
' Trade have not made, nor have they any 
authority to make, an investigation as 
to its efficiency. If officially invited by 
‘those interested in the invention, the 
Board would be happy to instruct their 
|Senior Inspecting Officers of Railways 
to report to them upon it, but such 4 
report must be for Departmental guid- 
ance only. It is not desirable for a 
Public Department to express an opinioD 
upon the merits of a particular in- 
vention. 
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Loans to Local Authorities. 

Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board, whether he can 
hold out any hope that the law relating 
to the period of repayment of money 
borrowed by Local Authorities will be 
amended in the present session of 
Parliament. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk): As 


my right hon. friend stated inthe Debate | 
on the Address, he is prepared to ask | 


the House to appoint a Committee to 
inquire into this question. If the Com- 
mittee is appointed, he must of course 
await its report before deciding as to 
any further action in the matter. 


Mr. M‘KENNA: Is the Committee 
likely to report during the course: of 
this session ? 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: It has not 


yet been appointed. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
When is the House likely to be asked to 
appoint it ¢ 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: I fancy very 


soon. 


Glasgow Sanitation. 

Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield): I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
for Scotland, whether his attention has 
been called to the fact that the Glasgow 
Building Regulation Act, 1890, whereby 
it is enacted that all houses must be 
supplied with proper water sanitary 
accommodation, has not been carried 
out; can he stat: {what steps the Cor 
poration of Glasgow are taking to carry 


the Corporation failing to carry out their 
own Building Regulation Act, the Gov- 
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done at the instance of the Corporation 
of Glasgow to carry its provisions into 
effect. Further measures designed to 
secure so faras possible the desired 
result, have been receiving the atten- 
tion of the Local Government Board 
for Scotland and of the Glasgow Cor- 
poration, who have assured the Secretary 
for Scotland that the matter is receiving 
their earnest consideration. The last 





paragraph of the hon. Member's Ques- 
tion suggests an hypothesis, and I am 
not prepared to pledge the Local Gov- 
ernment Board in circumstances which 
have not yet arisen. 

Private Bill Committees—Members 

Excused from Service. 

Mr. DAVID THOMAS: I beg to 
ask the right hon. Member for Watford, 
as Chairman of the Committee of Selec- 
tion, if he will state in how many 
cases during last session Members asked 
to be excused serving on Private Bill 
Committees on the ground of private 
profession, business, or avocation; and 
in how many such cases they were 
excused; whether, when so excused, it 
was on the general ground of the peculiar 
nature of the Member’s profession, or 
because of a special inconvenience that 
he would be caused at the particular 
time when his name appeared on the 
Panel: and, if he will lay upon the 
Table of the House a Return giving the 
names of the Members excused and the 
grounds for excuse. 


*Mr. HALSEY (Hertfordshire, Wat- 
ford): Iam unable to state the number 
of cases in which Members asked to be 
excused, or were excused, from serving 
on Private Bills Committees. I can only 
say generally, that each application was 
most carefully considered on its own 
merits by the Committee of Selection. 
Many of the communications received 


from hon. Members are of a highly con- 
out this Act; and if, in the event of | fidential character, and it would be most 


undesirable to lay such a Return on the 
Table as the hon. Member asks for. The 


ernment will take any proceedings to | object of the Committee has always been 


insist on their so doing. 


to cause the minimum of inconvenience 
to Members, and at the same time to 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. | choose those best qualified, in their judg- 


GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire) : 
Statute to which the Hon. Member 
intends to refer is the Glasgow Police 
Amendment Act, 1890. Since it came 


into operation a great deal has been | to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


The | ment, for the work of each Committee. 


Irish Land Act, 1887. 
Mr. McGOVERN (Cavan, W.) : I beg 
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Lieutenant of Ireland, is he aware that a 
number of tenant farmers in Ireland have 
been converted from present tenants 
into future tenants owing to the operation 
of the Eviction Clauses of the Land Act 
of 1887 ; and, will he make any;provision 
in his coming Land Bill to provide a 
remedy to meet these cases. 


Questions. 


Tur CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- | 


LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): I am 
aware of the fact mentioned in the first 
paragraph. Pending the introduction of 
the Bill I cannot discuss its contents. 


Westmeath Police. 
Mr. SULLIVAN (Westmeath, S.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 


Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether there | 
are at present any extra police stationed | 


in the county Westmeath ; if so, will he 


state their number ; and to what special | 


district is their cost chargeable. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir, there 
are no extra police at present stationed 
at Westmeath. 


Intimidation in Clare. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether, in view 
of the fact that extra police have been 
drafted into Clare in consequence of 
alleged intimidation, he will be good 
enough to state the nature of the intimida- 
tion practised and the district where it is 
said to have appeared. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The intimidation 
is directed against the occupant of an 
evicted farm and against persons who 
have assisted or dealt with him. The 
districts in which the extra police are 
stationed and which will be charged with 
a moiety of the expense of the force, are 
Labasheeda, Kilmurry M’Mahon, and 
Kilmihill. 


Irish National School of Teachers. 

Mr. FLYNN: | beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, whether, in view of the necessity 
for an adequate staff in National Schools 
owing to the increased work consequent 
upon the introduction of the new pro- 
gramme, the Commissioners of National 
Education have made any demand upon 
the Treasury for the necessary funds to 
enable them to appoint an assistant 
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| teacher in each school maintaining ap 
average attendance of 50 pupils: 
| whether, seeing that this average of 
| 50 entitles a school in England to the 
| services of a second certificated teacher, 
|will the same rule be extended to 
| Treland. 


| Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the 

first part of the Question is in the 
/negative. The statement in the second 
| part of the Question is not in accordance 
| with fact. 


| Mr. FLYNN: The question is, do the 
|Commissioners intend making applica. 
| tion to the Treasury ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, whether he will consent to give 
the Return on the Order Paper to be 
moved for by the hon. Member for 
North Cork.* ‘ 

Mr. WYNDHAM: It does not appear 
to me that the Return is of sufficient 
public importance to lay on the Table 
as a Parliamentary Paper. But I shall 
be happy to have the Return prepared 
and forwarded to the hon. Member. 


Wexford County Council. 


Stir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether 
the Local Government Board for Ireland 
have issued a sealed order against the 
Wexford County Council directing them 
to pay a sum of £30 on account of the 
inquiry held last year into the case of 
increased salaries awarded by the Local 
Governmen. Board to certain county 
officers ; if he isaware that £20 18s. of this 
amount is charged for shorthand writ- 
ing at the inquiry, the Wexford County 


* The Notice of Motion was as follows : 
Mr. FLYNN: Assistant National Teachers 
(Ireland) — Return concerning _ Assistant 
National Teachers (Ireland) :— 
Number of Assistant Teachers in National 
Schools from whom salary kas been withdrawn 
‘on 3lst day of December, 1901, through in- 
sufficient average attendance. 
Name of school thus deprived of portion of 
its teaching staff. 
Average yearly attendance in each such 


| school. 
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Council having already paid a certain; Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Has the money 
amount under this head, and how this | been advanced to the Longford Rural 
sum has been arrived at for the report of | district 

aninquiry which only lasted a day and a | 


half; and, in view of the circumstancethat | Baltinglass Labourers’ Cottages 
these shorthand notes have been utilised | — 


for the Return ordered by this House of | Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg to 
the report of this inquiry, he will arrange ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


that this charge shall not be made upon | Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he is 
the Wexford County Council. | aware that the Local Government Board 


‘ F | have charged the Baltinglass Rural Dis- 
angie rs . i ee ne | = “- 2) sar £5 law costs. 
ment boar no option but to charge | for a Provisiona rder for thirteen 
these costs to the Council, it being man- | labourers’ cottages; and, whether, 
datory on the Board to do so under geeing that the order forms are the same- 
Article 32 (3) of the Schedule to the | for every rural district in Ireland, he will 
Application of Enactments Orders, 1898. | advise the Local Government Board to: 
= See — a Be fowvv 2 = | hess ee the Baltinglass Council a portion 
OllOWS : Ss. Ior attendance 0O e the charge. 
Shorthand Writer for more than three | ' ‘ 
hours on each of the two days the}! Mr. WYNDHAM: The sum of £5 
inquiry lasted, and £16 14s. for transcrib- | represents the taxed costs paid by the 
ing 668 folios of evidence at 6d. per folio. Board to its solicitors in connection with 
No payment has been made by the | the preparation of the Provisional Order, 
veagen to the rap “7 ego with | om aan 7 of the A ants 
this inquiry. e evidence taken was! Act o this item must be recou 
laid ote Table in deference to the! to the Board by the District ee 
wishes of the Hon. Baronet, but this fact | There is no power, therefore, to remit 
would scarcely warrant transference to | any portion of the charge. 
public funds of a charge for which the 
Council is legally liable. The costtothe| Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR: Is the 
Treasury of printing the Return was right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
considerable. | forms are stereotyped, and only the name 


In reply to a further question by Mr. | has to be put in? 


James O'Connor (Wicklow, W.) | Mr, WYNDHAM: If any suggestions 
Mr. WYNDHAM<said: Theshorthand | are made to me to cheapen the cost of 


writer was paid the usual Treasury | putting the Act into operation, I will 
rates, | gladly consider them. 


Questions. 





| 


Small ease, ee uisition Act in Case of Arthur Trew, of Belfast. 
reland. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 1| , MR. DILLONI: I beg to ask the Chief 


beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 


Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether | Ireland, whether his attention has been 


he can state how many houses have | called to a memorial praying for the 





been purchased in Ireland under the 
Small Dwellings Acquisition Act. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Loans amounting 
to £3,604 have been sanctioned for the 
acquisition of 23 houses—8 in Dublin, 
14in the Longford Rural District, and 1 
in the Antrim Rural District. A loan 
of £10,0000 has been applied for from 
Belfast, and steps are about to be taken 
to bring the Act into operation in the 
Rural Districts of Thomastown, Dingle, 
and Castlerea. 





release of James Trew, recently convicted 
in Belfast of conspiracy, and sentenced to 
12 months imprisonment, which has been 
presented to the Lord Lieutenant ; and 
whether he will lay a copy of the memorial 
and the reply of His Excellency upon the 
Table. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A memorial praying 
for the release of Arthur (not James) 
Trew has been received by the Lord 
Lieutenant, who decided that the law 
must take its course. I must decline to 
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be party to any course of action that may | been taken to provide suitable offices for 
be construed as interference with the | the Board of Agriculture and Technical 
Lord eer in — exercise of the | ae in oy 19 Freacy a goes he 
prerogative of mercy, and cannot consent, state where, an 1 by whom, the plans for 
therefore, to lay a copy of the memorial | the proposed building are being prepared. 
on the Table. | 
Woodlawn Police. Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir, but, as I 
Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to | stated the other day in reference to the 
ask the Chief ath a. aie ‘ord | College of Science, Questions on this and 
Lieutenant of Ireland ‘haben he is| kindred subjects should be addressed to 
aware that the sergeant who is in charge | ™Y hon. friend the Financial Secretary 


of the police hut at Woodlawn, Co. | © the Treasury. 


‘Galway, assaulted a young man named Dublin College of Science. 


Reilly, and that on the 20th instant this | age ire 

sergeant placed a body of police across the | Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, ti ‘a beg to 

high road at Kilconnell and prevented the | *8k the Secretary to the Treasury, 

band from passing, and also ordered the | whether, in introducing his promised 

police to draw their batons against anyone | Bill dealing with the proposed College of 

who attempted to pass ; and, whether he | Science in Dublin, he will make suitable 
provision for a building to take the place 


will state by whose authority the sergeant : : 
y, y 6 | of the present Royal Hibernian Academy, 


acted in such a manner. : ! 
| and also to complete the east wing of the 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The sergeant did | National Library. 
not assault Reilly, otherwise the facts are | 
correctly stated. On each occasion a dis-;} THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
orderly crowd, headed by Reilly, who was | THE TREASURY (Mr. AuSTEN CHAMBER- 
beating adrum, marched with the evident | LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): 1 cannot 
intention of intimidating a local landlord. | anticipate the statement it may be my 
The sergeant, who acted with tact and‘ duty to make in introducing the Bill. 
firmness on his own initiative, prevented | 
the crowd from committing itself further | Irish Drift Survey. 
in an illegal course. | Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Vice- 
| President of the Committee of Council 
Murphy v. Midland Great Western | on Education, whether he can state what 
Company. progress has been made with the drift 
Mr. FIELD: I beg toask Mr. Attorney survey in Ireland, whether it is intended 
‘:eneral for Ireland, whether, in view of |to commence the soil survey; and 
the recent decision of the Queen’s Bench | whether those operations will be under 
in the case of Murphy v. Midland Great | the Department of Agriculture in Ireland. 
Western Company, the Government will | 
take steps, by legislation or otherwise, to | THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
have the conditions modified. /COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 


Tur ATTORNEY GENERAL yor | CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
IRELAND (Mr. Arkinson, Londonderry, | University): The drift survey of 
N.): The Judges of the Queen’s Bench | the Dublin ares, sheet No. cd po 
Division differed in opinion, the majority | been completed, and arrangements are 
deciding against the Company on the | being made for the publication of the 
validity of the condition in the consign- | results. It has been pointed out pre 

viously that the carrying out of a soil 


ment note. I understand an appeal has j ‘ 
been or is about to be lodged. Pending | SUTY¢Y 38 per te Re er he Se 
wd logical Survey. 


the decision of the appeal no under-| 

taking e¢ iv ? | 
peor, Je Regen to aan ties er | Shankhill (Wicklow) Rifle Range. 

_ — 1 | 

, ‘ | Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR: I beg 

Trish Board of Agriculture. 'to ask the Financial Secretary to the 

Mr. MOONEY (Dublin Co., S.): I beg| War Office, if he is aware that Naas 

to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | (No. 2) Rural District Council has applied 

Lieutenant of Ireland, if any steps have | to the War Office for a contribution to- 
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wards the repair of the road lead to the 
Shankhill, County Wicklow, Rifle Range ; 
and, whether, in view of the fact that 
the War Office has made contributions 
in similar cases, he will recommend that 
Department to grant a contribution to 
the repair of the road mentioned. 


Lorp STANLEY: No application 
has been received from the Naas Rural 
District Council, but an application from 
the Surveyor for County Wicklow was 
refused on the ground that the county 
had not made any extra payments to the 
road contractors. 


Dublin Barracks. 
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instances Ministers of the Crown are 
directors of public companies between 
whom and the Departments of State there 
are contracts of large pecuniary interests, 
he will take any, and, if so, what steps 
to secure in the present administration a 
separation of the offices of Minister of 
the Crown and company director, as was 
the case in the last Government of Mr. 
Gladstone or in that of Lord Rosebery. 


Questions. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As regards the 





| greater part of this Question, I have 


answered it many times. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Not since 


| the Cabinet was reconstructed. 


*Mr. NANNETII (Dublin, College) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, only last 
Green): I beg to ask the Secretary of | session. There is one sentence, however, 
State for War, whether he has yet received | which I do not understand, and which I 
an answer to his inquiry as to whether) believe is new. It suggests that “in 
the contractor for painting work at some instances Ministers of the Crown 
Portobello and Ship Street Barracks, | are directors of public companies between - 


4 Office, in 


Dublin, was paying the painters at this 
work the standard rate of 8d. per hour, 
which is the standard rate of wages 


recognised by the Master Painters Guild | 


of the City of Dublin, fand also that 
recognised by the Dublin Corporation. 


and was also laid down by the War 
reply to a letter to the| 
7 hon. Member of St. Patrick’s Division of | 


Dublin of the 8th October, 1900, as the 
current rate for painters in such district. 


Lorp STANLEY: Yes, Sir, it is re- 
ported that there is at present no 
painting at Ship Street Barracks, and 
that at Portobello Barracks the Painters 


arereceiving 74d. an hour, which is the | 


maximum rate paid by the Association of 
Master Builders in Dublin. 


*Mr. NANNETTI: Is the noble Lord 
aware that a letter sent to the hon. 
Member for the St. Patrick Division 
from the War Office stated that the 
rate of the wages was to be 8d. per 
hour ? 
letter. 


Ministers and Company Directorships. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury, whether 
he is aware that 11 members of the 
present Cabinet hold among them no 
fewer than 18 company directorships, 
and whether, seeing that in some 





I will send him a copy of the | 


whom and the Departments of State 
there arecontracts of large pecuniary 
interests.” I know of no such directors. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: There is the 
Hematite Company, of which the Duke 
of Devonshire is a director. 


Parliamentary Representation. 
Mr. PLUMMER (Newcastle-on-Tyne) 

I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury, whether the Government will con- 
sider the desirability of appointing a 
|Committee to inquire into the present 
distribution of Parliamentary representa- 
| tion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I shall be very 
_ glad to consider the proposal of my hon. 
| friend. It is certainly important that the 
Government should be in a_ position 
| when this subject comes to be discussed 
to lay all the material facts before the 
| House. Perhaps if my hon. friend has 
| any particular class of facts in view he 
| will consider the possibility of moving 
for a Return. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Will the 
1ight hon. Gentleman kindly not forget 
the Universities ? fi 


New Procedure Rules, 
Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Notts., Rusheliffe) ; 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury, what course he proposes to take to 
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afford the House an opportunity of dis- | would be some time next week, for what 
cussing as a whole the changes in its pro- | [ may call a Second Reading discussion of 
cedure to be proposed by the Govern-| the proposals. I hope the House will be 
ment, and whether the terms of such | content, not merely to let the debate 
changes will be printed and circulated | drop on Thursday next, when I bring in 
after his introduction of them, and athe proposals, but that they will not 
reasonable interval take place before the make the Second Reading debate of too 
matter is again brought before the long or protracted a character, because | 
House. | may remind the House, they will have an 
| opportunity on each of the rules of very 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. fully discussing the changes which the 
Member was good enough to put off this Government propose. I may, perhaps, 
question till to-day; and perhaps I may | take it for granted that the general out- 
now state what I think will be the line of business which I have sketched 
most convenient course to take, if the will be agreeable to members in all parts 
House approves, with regard to the pro-| of the House. If that be so, I will to- 
posals which I shall feel it my duty to morrow give notice of the necessary 
lay before the House in connection with Resolutions. If the House agree to that 
its Standing Orders. I have looked into | plan, immediately after I have made my 
the precedents, and have done my best statement I would move a Resolution, as 
to form a plan which I think will give has always been done on similar occasions, 
an opportunity to the House for consider- | taking the time of the House for that 
ing these proposals. I would suggest discussion. 
that on Thursday next—I am assuming 
that the Address will be finished to-day’) Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
or to-morrow—lI should make a general (Stirling Burghs): The last words of 
survey of the proposals of the Govern- the right hon. Gentleman I think require 
ment. I hope the House will consent, 4g little explanation. 
immediately that is over, that the subject | 
should be adjourned for such timeas will) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Well, the 
give the House an opportunity, not House is aware: that the actual time 
merely of considering the statement under our existing rules which the 
which I shall make, but also of seeing in Government haye for discussing these 
print the alterations of the Standing questions is Monday and Thursday. I 
Orders and the new Standing Orders) do not think that any Minister has 
I shall have to propose. Many of these| ever attempted to ask the House to 
changes are inthe nature of Amend- deal with this question without taking 
ments to existing Standing Orders, and | facilities for the discussion. That is all 
they will appear of course in that form | I propose to do. I wish also to pass a 
upon the Order Paper when we have to simple Resolution, if the House will 
discuss them. But from an Order Paper | allow, stating that whenever Supply is 
of that kind a very imperfect idea would | put down first on Friday it shall be 
be obtained of the character of the rules | taken. Ido not propose that the House 
which I desire to substitute for the exist- | should pass the Supply rule on Thursday, 
ing rules; and therefore I think it would) but I think it would be convenient if 
be convenient to the House if I were to| we could at once begin to use Fridays, 
circulate to every Member a copy of the! or one day at least in the week, for 
rules as they would stand if the proposals | Supply; and in order to do that we 
of the Government were accepted. | shall have to pass the simple Resolution 
Therefore, if the House generally agree|[ have sketched out. I hope I have 
to that proposal, I shall move on Thurs-| made myself clear. 
day something of this kind—the exact 
terms will have to be considered :— Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
“That the House will on such and such a The explanation which the right hon. 
future day take into consideration proposals Gentleman has given will, in the main, 
concerning the Standing Orders of the House.” | [ think, meet the desire of the House— 
That would give the House an oppor- namely, that we should be given an 
tunity upon the succeeding day, which opportunity not only of considering the 
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scope of the changes in the rules which 
he proposes for the acceptance of the 
House, but also of discussing those 
changes en bloc, in their general effect, as 


Questions. 


that further stage. 


at what we may call the Second Reading 
stage, perhaps I may remind him that 
it depends very much on the nature of 
the changes he proposes. He will not 
expect the House to pledge itself in any 
way in respect to that. But I should 
hope that, at all events, the discussion 
will not be more protracted than the 
importance of the changes demands. 
Will the right hon. Gentleman say what 
business he proposes to proceed with on 
Thursday after he has made his state- 
ment, and what will be the business on 
Friday? What, also, is his idea of the 
length of the interval between his first 
statement and the Second Reading 
debate ? 


Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.): Will the 
right hon. Gentleman have the proposed 
alterations of the Orders printed in 
italics 2 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Does 
the right hon. Gentleman mean that 
nothing shall be said after he has des- 
cribed the Government proposals? Will 


he not allow 15 or 20 minutes for 
(Juestions ? 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am very 


much in the hands of the House in 
regard to the interval which should 
lapse. I hope that three or four 
days will be enough, and that we may 
begin on Monday next. [Opposition 
sries of “ Oh.”’| Of course, I do not wish 
to unduly press the matter. In reply 
to the hon. Member for South Longford, 
[have already given directions that the 
proposed changes in the Standing 
Orders shall be printed in italics. I 
can only repeat my hope that on the 
first day the House will be content to 
receive my statement without debate. 


first Order will be my statement; and 
the second the taking of the time of the 
House for the discussion of the rules 
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| Then if that is all over at a convenient 
hour, as I hope, my right hon. friend 
' the President of the Local Government 
' Board will introduce the London Water 
well as in their details when we come to | 
With regard to | 
what he said in expressing a hope that | 
the discussion would not be protracted | 


Bill. On Friday next I propose to take 
Supplementary Army Estimates. 


*Str, CHARLES DILKE: Does the 
right hon. Gentleman intend to take 
Tuesdays and Wednesdays ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The form in 
which this Motion has always been 
moved is that whenever the subject of 


|Procedure is put down first it shall 


have 
take 
that 


precedence; but these rules will 
some time to discuss; and if 
forecast is in any way justi- 
fied, as [ think it will be, it will 
not be fair to private Members to 
deprive them of all the Wednesdays. 
before Easter. I shall be very glad ,to 
meet the general views of the House. 


Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford): May I ask my right hon. friend 
whether, in view of the fact that these 
rules cannot, I presume, be circulated 
until after the statement is made, and 
will not be in the hands of Members at 
the earliest untill Friday, Monday is 
not rather an early date ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think I cin 
only indicate to the House that if it 
really desires a longer interval | should 
not think myself justified in standing in 
the way. I hope, however, that when 
the rules are in the hands of Members 
they will see that whatever may be their 
value, they are not, at all events, obscure 
in their character, and that they will 
not require any long consideration on 
the part of Members. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): Will 
the right hon. Gentleman use his influ- 
ence to bring the Debate of the Address 
to a close to-night having regard to the 


fact that to-morrow there is a Bill down 


about pensions, which attracts great 
interests on both sides of the House ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is practically a 
request that the closure may be asked 
for at a particular time, and it is hardly 
a proper one. 


2U 
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Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint was to be found at Mineapolis to buy 
Boroughs): Will the right hon. Gentle up future grain and store it, if it 


man keep Tuesday next clear for private 
Members? I have a very important 
Motion down for that day. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It depends 
on when we begin the general discussion 
of the new rules. If we do that on 
Monday, I am afraid we shall have to 
take Tuesday. I regret the necessity. 


ADDRESS IN REPLY TO HIS MAJESTY’S 
MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 
([Nintu Day’s Depare. } 

Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Main Question [16th January], 
“That an humble Address be presented 
to His Majesty, as followeth— 

“ Most Gracious Sovereign 

“We, Your Majesty’ most dutiful 
and loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to Your 
Majesty for the Gracious Speech which 
Your Majesty has addressed to both 
Houses of Parliament : ’’—(Colonel Harry 
M‘Calmont). 


Main Question again proposed. 


National Food Supply. 

(4.25). Mr. SETON-KARR (St. Helens) 
said that when the debate stood adjourned 
on the preceding night he was en- 
deavouring to show the possibility of a 
corner in wheat in the United States, and 
the disastrous effects it would have on 


this country should we become involved | 


in war with a foreign power. He hoped 
the House would pardon a personal 
reference in this matter. He had been 
chairman of a London company for 


some twelve years which owns a large, 
line of granaries and elevators in the | 
two States of Minnesota and Dakota. | 
He had often been to that country, and | 
he thought he knew something of the | 
situation there with regard to the grain | 
If a wheat corner were to take | 


trade. 
place, the company would probably have 
the melancholy satisfaction of seeing 
its shares reach a very high price. As 
far as we were concerned, he thought this 
was a very real danger. He could tell 
the House this, that the whole machinery 





would pay the grain merchants to do it, 
They had no lack of elevators, and the 
Wheat Exchange was thoroughly well 
secured. The grain men were only too 
ready to speculate with the necessities of 
life, and to take any advantage which 
might be afforded by an English war to 
make a large amount of money. The 
House need not fear that money would 
not be forthcoming in that country in 
any quantity. It would not bea political 
movement ati all, but purely a business 
movement for the purpose of making 
money. They would only have to start 
the machinery, and the whole thing 
would go like clockwork. Some three 
years ago an individual named Leiter 
tried to operate a wheat corner in the 
United States. As everyone knew, he 
failed, the cause of the failure being that 
he was a single individual who made 
the attempt at an inopportune time 
with too small a capital ; still he sent up 
the prices of wheat very considerably, 
and put a good deal of the money into the 
pockets of some deserving British 
farmers. That fact served to emphasise 
his argument, that, in the event of the 
Russian wheat market being closed to 
this country by a European war, prices 
might go up very high indeed. Captain 


| Stewart Murray had pointed out the 


possibility of the French or German 
brokers being commissioned by their 
Governments to carry out the operations 
he had endeavoured to describe. But it 
was not the least necessary for the 
German and French brokers to intervene, 
and they probably would have no 
chance if they did. The American 
grain men were quite smart enough to 
see the opportunity as soon as anybody, 
they were on the spot, they knew the 
ropes, and. had the whole machinery to 
hand. 

There were other dangers which would 
probably arise, over which the Navy 
would have no control. There was the 
question of marine insurance. It was 
difficult to estimate the extent to which 
marine insurance would rise in the event 
of a war between ourselves and a great 
naval Power. The mere existence of the 
Alabama on the high seas half a century 
ago was sufficient to drive our North 
American trade off the Atlantic. We 
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had, he hoped, an invincible Fleet, but | 


it was one thing to win naval battles, 
and blockade the enemy’s ports, while it 


was another thing to safeguard every | 


grain ship and every neutral bottom 
crossing the ocean, and bringing to this 
country food supplies from different parts 
of the world. This vulnerability had 
been fully anticipated by other countries. 


[After ‘quoting a passage from the speech | 
of the Reporter on the French Estimates | 


in 1897, the hon. Member proceeded]: 
Our so-called friends were perfectly 
aware of these facts, and were probably 
quite ready to take advantage of them 
when the opportunity offered. He 
could give the House an object lesson 
from the present war. He held in his 
hand a letter stating the circumstances 
under which a comparatively large ship- 
owner found himself in taking supplies 
to South African ports, although none 
of those ports are ina state of siege. 
This man, carrying freight to South 
Africa, in some cases under Govern- 
ment contracts, found himself—through 
circumstances not at all connected 
with danger on the high seas, the only 
danger with which the Navy could 
deal—subjected to a loss of £26,000. 
That was a danger which might easily 
arise in this country in the event of 
a naval war. Ships carrying supplies 
to England would incur the same ex- 
pense, and it was perfectly certain that 
the 20,000,000 working men of the 
country would have to pay the price, 
whatever it might be. 


Moreover, the general dangers of our 


present position of dependence on food | 


supplies from other countries were con- 
stantly increasing. The arguments 
adduced when he brought this question 
before the House five years ago nad even 
greater force in the present day. Our 
wheat area had slightly decreased, and 
the amount of foreign imports had, if 
anything, increased, while that coming 
from our colonies had not increased. 
All these facts could be ascertained if the 
Government would grant the inquiry for 
which he asked. The dependence of the 
country on sea-borne supplies of food 
was increasing year by year, and if it 
was a danger at all it was one that de- 
manded the immediate attention of the 
Government. 
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Another point was that the depen- 
‘dence of the industrial classes on cheap, 
wholesome food had had its inevitable 
effect of causing a higher standard of 
living to be set up, which all were glad 
to see. Working men could obtain 
food of all kinds, foreign-imported, at a 
very low price. That made them in 
one respect more vitlnerable, because 
they would require more now than they 
did 50o0r 100 years ago. In other 
words, if foreign nations interfered with 
the supplies of cheap food, as, in spite 
of our strong Navy, they could do, the 
industrial classes would undergo greater 
suffering and want than formerly. Ae 
Sir Edwin Arnold had stated in one of his 
books, the whole globe was ransacked to 
supply the breakfast-table of the work- 
ing man. That was the product of our 
the system 
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modern civilisation, but 
introduced corresponding dangers such 
as he had described. That being the 
case, it enhanced the importance of 
inquiries into all the methods by 
‘which some reserve of food might be 
built up, or some method of insurance 
devised by which the dangers of the 
present system would be _ provided 
against. As to remedies, he did not 
wish to include in his Amendment any 
particular remedies which he personally 
favoured. What he asked for was an 
inquiry, but he was perfectly prepared 
to support three, and possibly four, 
remedies which would to some extent 
meet the case. There were, however. 
| two or three methods which he would 
| respectfully urge the Government to 
inquire into. Their merits could not 
be satisfactorily ascertained except by an 
|inquiry with some official authority 
| behind it. 

| His first suggestion was a preferential 
| duty in favour of the colonies. If we 
|were to get our wheat supplies from 
_abroad, he should like to see them 
| obtained from Australia, Canada, and 
other colonies, rather than from Russia, 
the United States, and the Argentine 
Republic. Without any serious viola- 
‘tion of the doctrines of free trade— 
in which he had no confidence at 
all—that method might very easily be 
applied. He was also strongly in favour 
of national granaries. Some system of 
storing grain in this country was, at 
all events, worthy of the consideration 
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of the Government. The Americans 
had reduced the science of storing grain 
to a fine art: they knew exactly how 
to do it, and they did it in the best and 
cheapest way. He wouldjundertake to 
prove before any tribunal the Govern- 
ment might appoint, that the American 
elevator system was a very good, if not 
the best system possible for storing grain 
in this country. 
tentatively started, and if it was found 
to succeed it might be gradually extended, 
without any disturbance of the wheat 
trade. He was perfectly aware that a 
great many Mark Lane corn merchants 
were opposed to the storage of corn, 
because they thought it would interfere 
with their business. He was only indicat- 
ing that as a line of enquiry for the 
Government, should they choose to adopt 
his request. Another method had been | 
suggested by Capt. Stewart Murray in 
his pamphlet, and it was that they | 
should have a Food Supply Department, 
founded upon the system established in | 
France 100 years ago, after the French 
Revolution. He had elaborated that 


system, and it was well worth the atten- | 


tion of the House. During the time of 
the siege of certain towns in South 
Africa, the military authorities rightly 


laid hands upon all the food supplies in | 


the besieged towns, and they doled out 
the supplies as required. Probably that | 
was the only method by which the gar- | 
risons were enabled to hold out so long, 
and if this precaution had not been 
taken, those garrisons might have been 
starved out. That was the system which 
Capt. Stewart Murray advocated in his 
Food Supply Department. The system 
did not add anything to their stores, but 
it provided regulations by which this 


arrangement could be carried out during | 


time of war. The House would see the 
advantage of action of that kind being 
taken, and if a naval war cameupon us 
it would be much better to be prepared 
beforehand. An operation of this kind 
would be one of very great magnitude 
for this country, and the provision to be 
made ought to be very carefully con 
sidered beforehand. This was a matter 
which his right hon. friend might 
certainly organise an inquiry into. 

He did not wish to delay the House 
too long, but, in conclusion, he would 
offer another argument. The position 


Mr. Seton-Karr. 


{COMMONS} 


The system could be | 
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at the present moment was this. His 
right hon. friend would tell them that, 
notwithstanding all this possible danger 
which he was endeavouring to im- 
press upon the Government, they had 
not altered their mind, because this was 
purely a Navy question, and in this the 
Government were backed up by the 
permanent officials behind them. But 
supposing he was right and they were 
wrong, were they not assuming a very 
serious responsibility? Did the right 
hon. Gentleman think that the ordinary 
man in the street had the same con- 
fidence in the foresight and the 
omniscience of the Government as he 
had a few years ago? In 1899 they 
| entered upon a war which, to take the 
‘official view, was going te cost 
| £50,000,000, ‘last. six months, and was 
| going to take 25,000 or 50,000 men. 
| if they multiplied all those figures by 
| five they would be somewhere nearer the 
| mark. That was not the intelligent 
anticipation of the future which they 
had a right to expect from His Majesty’s 
'Government, who were running the 
affairs of this great Empire. They had 
all these great Departments under them, 
and yet they could not see any 
further through a brick wall than the 
ordinary man outside. He did not 
wish to blame the Government for 
their want of foresight in this matter, 
‘because it had been admitted that 
nobody two years ago had‘ any idea of 
|the magnitude of this war, or of the 
| amount of money it would cost,orthe time 
it would last. Mistakes had been made 
all through. At the commencement of 
the war the great fear on the part of 
our gallant soldiers was that they would 
| not get to the front in time to see any 
fighting. No doubt heandhisfriend would 
be again told that all their fears were 
groundless and that they had no cause 
for alarm. The Government would 
probably reply, ‘‘ Leave it to us, and we 
will provide a strong Navy.” But would 
hon. Members accept that statement with 
the same confidence as they did two 
years ago? He thought, considering the 
history of the past two years, they ought 
to ask His Majesty’s Government to 
institute on inquiry into this matter. 
Ministers were only ordinary mortals, 
and they could not tell the House what 








was going to happen in the future. 
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He thought he had said enough to 
show that there was some foundation 
for the terms of this Amendment. It 
was a matter of great and pressing 
national importance, and, after all, what 
they were asking for was an extremely 
moderate request, namely that there 
should be an inquiry into the con- 
dition of own food supply in time of war. 
The Government were the trustees, in a 
sense, of the interests not only of the 
whole country but also of the 20,000,000 
of industrial population who inhabited 
these islands. Therefore it was a poor 
man’s question and not a rich man’s | 
question. The rich man could live on! 
champagne and turtle soup, and perhaps 
go to the Sandwich Islands until the 
war was over, but the British workman 
would have to remain in this country, 
and if famine came, the poor were the 
class who would feel it most. After all, 
their welfare would react upon the wel- 
fare of the whole country. For dlivee’| 
reasons he ventured to say these were | 
questions of very wide and pressing 
importance. All he urged upon the 
right hon. Gentleman was that there 
should be an inquiry, before which 
experts could give evidence, in order to 
ascertain what were the real rights and 
wrongs of the question. He begged to 
move his Amendinent. 





(4.55.) Stk HOWARD VINCENT 
(Sheffield, Central) said he thought their 
thanks were due to the hon. Member tor 
St. Helens for continually bringing this 
subject forward. The fact that he re- 
presented a large manufacturing com- 
munity in Lancashire, together with the 
fact that he (Sir Howard) represented a 
similar class of constituency in Yorkshire, | 
showed that this was in no sense an| 
agricultural question, and that it had | 
nothing to do with bringing arable land 
into re-cultivation, but it was a question 
which vitally affected the welfare and 
interests of the masses of the people. He 
had been urged by his constituents to | 
support this Amendment, and to impress 
upon the Government the paramount 
necessity of instituting an inquiry into 
those most serious and important matters. 
He noticed that the President of the 
Board of Trade was likely to answer the 
speech of the mover of this Amendment, | 








although he should hardly have thought | 
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that it came wit hin his Department so 
much as within the province of the 
Minister for Agriculture, whom he did 
not see in his place. His right hon. friend 
had an enormous amount of work upon 
his hands, and hew he could find time 
to attend to all these other matters was 
something beyond his comprehension. 

If the lessons of the past few years had 
been lost in any way upon His Majesty’s 
Government, the people at large saw in 
recent events very serious cause for alarm. 
They remembered perfectly well the out- 
break of the war between America and 
Spain only a few years ago, and they 
remembered how the price of bread was 
increased, and how the price of wheat 
went up very rapidly in the course of a 
few weeks from 25s. to 50s. a quarter. 
If that occurred in a war between the 
United States and Spain, how much more 
serious would the condition of affairs be 
in the case of a war between this country 
and America, or any of those countries 
from which Englandderived so large a food 
supply? The hon. Member for St. Helens 
said the answer of the Government in the 
past had been that they would provide 
a strong fleet which would secure the 
trade routes of this country. He did 
not see in his place the Secretary to the 
Admiralty, but he hoped that his right 
hon. friend the President of the Board 
of Trade had followed carefully the 
course of the naval manceuvres which 
took place last year. In the course of 
those manceuvres there was an English 
fleet along the southern coast of England 
and one of the opposing fleets was a 
foreign fleet. In a few days the defend- 
ing fleet was out-mancenvred by the fleet 
representing our opponents. If that 
was the case in peace mancuvres it 
might be the case in real war. 

As his hon. friend had said, this 
question affected the welfare of the 
masses. The wealthy, whether there 
was war or not, would be able to pro- 
vide some means of sustenance. This 
matter was of vital importance to the 
masses of the people, and it behoved the 
House at the present time to see to our 
defences, and among our defences most 
assuredly the food supply of our garri- 
gons—he did not mean the military 
garrisons but the people of this country— 
was one of the most urgent imp rtance. 
It would simply show that they were 
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alive to the necessities of the case, and | American War when Mr. Leiter, who 
were anxious to take all possible precau-| was about. twenty-three years of age, 


tions, and to make all possible provision | 
to meet it. He had no intention to, 
detain the House at any length, because | 
the admirable speech of his hon. friend 
had gone over a great deal of the ground, 
but he should like the House to consider | 
the state of affairs which prevailed now, 
and which did not prevail some 40 or | 
50 years ago. Forty years ago we had 
a population of 2%,000,000 in round. 
numbers, and to feed these people we re- 
quired 18,000,000 quarters of wheat. 
Of these 18,000,000 more than two- 
thirds were home grown. How different 
was the case at the present time. So) 
far from our power of producing, the 
foodstuffs of the people having increased 
with the increase of the population, our 
power had greatly diminished. We had 
at the present time a population of up- 
wards of 40,000,000 people, and we 
required to feed them 30,000,000 quar- 
ters of wheat every year. Of these 
30,000,000 quarters no less than about 
four-fifths came from over the sea. He | 
asked the House to reflect where these 
22,000,000 quarters of wheat imported 
Jast year for the food supply of our 
people came from. Fourteen and a half | 
millions came from the American conti- 
nent—that was from the United States in 
the greater part, and some portion from 
the Argentine ; some five or six miilions 
came from Europe—mainly from Russia 
and Roumania; and from our great 
corn- producing and wheat - growing | 
colonies of Canada, Australasia, India, 
and South Africa we only brought 
three million quarters. If we were to 
have such a large importation of wheat 
from oversea let us, at all events, do all 
we possibly could to promote the growth 
of that wheat in our own colonies, so 
that, at all events. in time of war if we 
were besieged, or if invasion were | 
attempted, we should be sure that the | 
export to this country would not be 
stopped. 

One very important matter in con-| 
nection with this which he asked the | 
House to remember was that of the| 
14,500,000 quarters of wheat which | 
came from the American continent, by | 
far the larger portion came from the | 
United States. The House remembered 
what occurred during the Spanish- 


Sir Howard Vincent. 


bought ‘up all the wheat supply, and 
rapidly day after day sent up the price 
until it reached 50s. a quarter. The 
“corner’’ which was caused in wheat 
only broke down because this young 
man had not sufficient capital. Lord 
Playfair, who was formerly Chairman of 
Committees in this House, bore a name 
which would always carry respect. He 
had studied this question very carefully 


and he stated that in less than twenty 


years America would have no surplus 


‘food to send. [An Hon. Memper: What 
‘is the date of that ? The statement 


was made by Lord Playfair seven or 
eight years ago, not casually in the 
course of debate but in a carefully 
thought out lecture after he had 
studied the whole question in the 
United States. According to that, 
the American wheat supply was 
likely to fail us in twelve or fifteen 
years. The Government should not 
leave these matters to chance, but should 
see where the wheat supply for this 
country was to come from. There could 


_ be no question that, if we were to get 


into hostilities with the United States 
or Russia, and the export of wheat 
from those countries was forbidden, we 
should be in a serious position at the 
present time. He deeply regretted that 
nothing had teen done to restore agri- 


culture in this country to the position 
it used to hold. He was not interested 


personally in agriculture, nor were his 
constituents. He supported the Amend- 
ment solely on the ground that the 
question was one of vital interest for 
the welfare of the people. They were 
grateful to the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Monmouthshire, 
for setting a good example to the 
Treasury Bench by being present to 
hear the arguments brought forward 
by the hon. Member for St. Helens. 
He could not understand where the 


right hon. Gentleman the Minister of 


Agriculture could possibly be. He 
ought to be in his place here. 

It was absolutely essential at the 
present time, with the condition of 
affairs which we found on_ the 
Continent of Europe, and when we 
found ourselves reduced to a bare two 
months food supply in this country, 
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to set ourselves to work while there was 
peace, to see what we should do if we 
were at war with France or Germany, 
or any great continental Power. He 
did not say it was likely in the imme- 
diate future, but there were possibilities, 
and a Government which had the 
slightest care for the future interest of 
the people, were bound to look at these 
things. At the beginning of last cen- 
tury, when the invasion of this country 
was contemplated by Napoleon the 
Great, we had food reserves in the 
country which would have enabled us 
to hold out for forty weeks. That was 
not a great length of time, but it was 
better than sixty days, which was the 
estimated time at present. He expected 
some interesting observations on this 
subject from the right hon. Member for 
Sleaford, who was formerly Minister of 
Agriculture. He would be able to state 
exactly what the food reserves of this 
country were. If we had only sixty 
days’ supply, we were face to face with 
a very serious condition of things. It 
was a condition of things perfectly 
well known to the ministries of war 
and admiralty of every continental 
Power. If the Government said that 
there was no necessity for inquiry, and 
that we would trust to the law of supply 
and demand, and to the enormous price 
we would be able to pay in time of war, 
then he thought they were living ab- 
solutely in a fools’ paradise, and did not 
realise the danger. The hon. Member 
for St. Helens did not bring forward the 
Amendment in hostility to the Govern- 


ment in any shape or form; he simply | 


asked for inquiry. 


Amendment proposed, at the end of 
the Qestion, to add the words,— 
“But we humbly venture to express the 


hope that Your Majesty will direct inquiry 
to be made into the present large and increasing 


dependence of the United Kingdom on Foreign | 
imports for the necessaries of life, and the | 


circumstances that might arise therefrom in 
the event of Your Majesty becoming involved 
in war with some Foreign Power or Powers, 
with the view of ascertaining what measures, 
if any, can be taken to Jessen such dependence 
or guard against the dangers thereof.” — 
(Mr. Seton-Karr), 


Question proposed, ‘‘'That those words 
be there added.” 


*(5.15.) Mr. M. WHITE RIDLEY 
(Stalybridge): I do not offer any apol- 
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ogies for speaking on a subject which 


_is of great importance to every Member 


of this House, and every person of 
British nationality. In regard to the 
main proposition, which has been ad- 
vanced by the hon. Member for St. 
Helens, there can be no room for doubt 
as to our dependence on foreign nations, 
and other countries, for our food supply. 
The acreage in this country under wheat 
cultivation has decreased in thirty years 
from five million to two million acres, 
and the wheat produced here is conse- 
quently very small. There is also no 
doubt that the imports of wheat from 
foreign nations in the same period has 
increased from seven millions of quarters 
to sixteen millions of quarters. These 
are facts we have got to take as we 
find them, and to seek some means to 
remedy. I submit that though we 
may be in danger as regards our de- 
pendence on foreign countries for our 
food supply, the proper way to meet 
it is by safeguarding our interests by 
the fleet of this country. In fact, the 
question as to what we should do now 
is hardly one for which we can find a 
parallel in modern times. I have been 
at some pains to discover what parallel 
there is for the erection of granaries, 
as has been urged by the hon. Member 
for St. Helens, and I find there was 
a case where granaries were established 
by a Minister of very old date. That 
was a Minister in Egypt, his name was 
Joseph—a very, very old name. When 
he saved his country in that way, it 
is on record that Joseph feathered not 
only his own nest, but that of his 
master, Pharaoh, with the result that 
the whole country belonged to him and 
his master between them. That story 


'had a very slight bearing on the pre- 


sent question. However, I cannot find 
a real precedent for the establishment 
of granaries which would lead us to 
think it would be of advantage to this 
country to follow. 

The hon. Member for St. Helen’s says 
that we stand in a position which no other 
nation has oceupied in regard to this ques- 
tion of food supply. With all deference 
to him, I hardly think that that is quite 
the case. There wasa great empire—the 
Empire of Rome—which, in many re- 
spects, and especially in this respect of 
dependence on foreign nations for a 
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food supply, which affords very much 
of a parallel to our own case. Rome 
was, as ours is, an empire worked from 
a small country, but which controlled 
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| large one and sufficient for the purpose. 
| Putting it shortly, | should say that 
lif our Flet is perfect and is sufficient 
ji safeguard our interests, we have no 


enormous tracts of land—a country; need of establishing granaries in this 
which supplied very little corn, and| country; but I also say that it would 
which depended upon the enormous|be a perfectly reasonable conclusion 
corn-supplies of Egypt and other con- for hon. Members to draw, that if we 
tiguous countries. We are consequently established granaries it would be a 
not the only nation which has had to! proper thing to reduce the insurance 
rely on other supplies than our own.' money which we pay on our Fleet. I 
Now, when the end of the Roman should think that the hon. Member 
Empire came, it was not because it for Northampton would be willing on 
had to depend upon foreign nations | these conditions to vote for this Amend- 





in time of war for its food supply. 
Rome fell through the inherent rotten- 
ness of its ruling classes (and of that we 
are in no danger in this country) and 
because she depended on other nations 
for the supply of the material which 
should make a nation. I submit that 
we have the advantage of Rome in that 
matter, and further, that we have the 
advantage of Rome in the gradual and 
quickly increasing reliance that can be 


‘IMent if it meant a reduction of the 
Fleet. I appeal to the House that hon. 
/Members would be well-advised to pay 
‘the money to provide the guarantee 
| for securing our food-supply from other 
' nations rather than in artificially making 
that supply. I think that the question 
‘might be elaborated by the quotation 
‘of statistics, but I do not want to 
trespass further on the time of the 
; House. 


placed on our colonies for the food | 


supplied that can be obtained from them. | 


The supply of wheat from our colonies 
amounts now ‘0 seventeen million 
ewts., while forty-nine million ewts. 


come from foreign countries; but 
every year the supply from our 
colonies on which we can rely is 


increasing, and the large and fertile 
prairies of Canada and plains of 
Australia, and those of that great 
friendly Anglo-Saxon nation of America 
which contributes more and more to 
our food supply. 

I come now to what I really believe | 
to be the point of this matter; that | 
is, our control of the sea, and the’! 
money which we put into the control | 
of the sea. We must look rather. 
to that than to establishing State-, 
aided granaries. We should rather aim | 
at establishing a ‘‘corner” in ships than | 
a “corner” in corn. The hon. Member | 
for St. Helens said he took it as an| 
assumption that we should never lose | 
the command of the sea, and that our | 
fleet was invincible. I would not like 
to go so far as that. I think if| 
we did, we should be living in a fools’ 
paradise; but it behoves us to see 
that the insurance we pay in the | 
shape of providing a sufficient fleet to | 








*(5.23.) Sm: WILLIAM HARCOURT 
(Monmouthshire, W.) : It has been a great 
pleasure to me to hear, o his first ap- 
pearance in our debates, our friend who has 
just down. It is a still greater pleasure to 
me that I agree with the sentiments he has 
‘expressed. I have listened to my hon. friend 
' who moved this Motion, and to the hon- 
| Member for Central Sheffield, buc I confess 
I cannot understand what they can allege 
in favour of the proposition contained in 
'the Amendment. When I hear the hon. 
| Member who moved this Motion talk of 
the dangers of “corners” in America, 
does he really propose that His Majesty’s 
Government should undertake the opera- 
tion of fighting “corners” in corn! A 
more risky proposal than that I cannot 
conceive. Let us see what it means! It 
means this, that you are to buy up corn 
—he does not say at what price—a great 
many millions of quarters of corn in order 
I suppose, that if a “corner ” was made 
in America you would let the corn out 
and knock down the price. A more 
unbusinesslike proceeding | cannot con- 
ceive. I know what has happened with 
“corners.” According to my observation 
and experience no man who ever tried a 
“corner ” ever failed to come to grief. A 
roposal more incapable of being sup- 
ported by the English Government [ 


safeguard our interests should be a | cannot understand, than that the Govern- 


Mr. White Ridley, 
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ment should expend millions and millions the way through was an inquiry, and 
of money on which no interest would be | he had particularly said that he did not 
paid. Here you have these great wish to go into details of that kind. 
granaries which have cost you millions, | 
and your stocks. And there are the; * Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
stocks lying dead and idle in order that | hon. Gentleman was very wise and very 
you may take your chance of running | judicious when he suggested that the 
against & “ corner. I think we are a details were unimportant, but the detail 
ae ae san and we may therefore in question is of extreme importance if 
emiss the “ corner. there is to be invested millions upon 
anne p~ — eye for Central | millions in a speculation of this kind. 
elield has advanced some arguments | To my mind such a speculation would be 
ca os Tadley ttn thing pon he pct of any 
pessege which he read out from a/| ee 9k ge a a ta ae 
| what will be the effect when you have 
ecture delivered by the late Lord Play- | . 
fir, in which it oh seca 3 ites pablo 2 | got this stock—and I observe the Motion 
I understand, twenty years hence would | . ine ben. +“ ig — 8 - leg we 
: < y ., OL provision, Deel, bacon, mutton, an 
not be able to export meat, because it | other things, as well as wheat, and you 


rsklcomune all is orn mat ‘That. Suat arse of thse tinge 
J es eee | eh. large proportion now comes from 


to the cohorts of Protectionists I see | i : 
iia 7 y then 
f e “ont : abroad, but w hich he says will 
og Ai age et psn iediemgge i | come from our colonies-—If you get corn 


such risk in time of war because the). tj f f Canada in British 
cargoes of wheat which are coming from | 77 ,“1™¢ Of war Irom Vanada in One 
ships it is at greater risk than if you 


abroad will be at the risk of being inter- | : = ae 
cepted by the foreign enemy.” Now, there | get it from United States, because it is 
: there a belligerent cargo, whereas if 


is a great deal of delusion on this subject. |‘ ; : 
Itis supposed that the wheat from America it comes from the United States, to Bel- 


under those circumstances would be | gium, France, or Holland, it would be a 
consigned to England direct. It would | neutral cargo going toa neutral port, and 
not be consigned to England at all. It | it would not be at any risk until it got 
would be consigned to Continental neutral | to the neutral port, within a few miles 
ports, and no foreign enemy would dare | of our own shores, from which it would 
to face the neutral world by attacking | be shipped to us; but if it come from 
bona fide neutral consignment to neutral | Canada of course it is a British cargo, 
ports. It would go to Antwerp where it | and therefore liable to capture over the 
agg not be touched or interfered with Whole of the Atlantic. 

y a hostile fleet. Any voyage which it . ; 
would have to make, alan to risk, _ Mz. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
would be from Antwerp to England—or | Not in a neutral bottom. 

in crossing the narrow channel from me 

Antwerp in a port in Holland to Dover. * Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Why 
Does it seem worth while for a|n0t? It is treated as contraband. 


sul ~ . - . | 
speculation of this kind to go into) Me. GIBSON BOWLES: Because 


these enormous purchases, to pile up. : 2 — 
this great investment of capital? Any | the Declaration of Paris covers it. e 
right hon. Gentleman is quite aware that 


hon. Member who brings such a proposal | : : 
before such an Mie of nada the Declaration of Paris lays it down that 


business men, as I believe the House of | @ neutral flag covers a belligerent cargo. 


furnish some idea of the sum of money | * SIR WILLIAM HARCOURT: My 
he is going to lock up in this way. | hon. friend is quite right because one of 
Suppose at the end of five years you | the things that would occur in the case 
have war 4 of war would be that the flag would be 
‘changed at once and the cargo would 

Mr. SETON-KARR said that he | be protected by the neutral flag, except 
thought that he had made his proposal | in the case of contraband. It has, how- 
quite clear. What he was asking for all | ever, been suggested that provisions 
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food supply, which affords very much | large one and sufficient for the purpose. 
of a parallel to our own case. Rome) Putting it shortly, | should say that 
was, as ours is, an empire worked from | if our Flvet is perfect and is sufficient 
a small country, but which controlled | to safeguard our interests, we have no 
enormous tracts of land—a country | need of establishing granaries in this 
which supplied very little corn, and! country; but I also say that it would 
which depended upon the enormous} be a perfectly reasonable conclusion 
corn-supplies of Egypt and other con- for hon. Members,to draw, that if we 
tiguous countries. We are consequently established granaries it would be a 
not the only nation which has had to! proper thing to reduce the insurance 
rely on other supplies than our own. money which we pay on our Fleet. [| 
Now, when the end of the Roman should think that the hon. Member 
Empire came, it was not because it for Northampton would be willing on 
had to depend upon foreign nations | these conditions to vote for this Amend- 
in time of war for its food supply.| ment if it meant a reduction of the 
Rome fell through the inherent rotten- Fleet. 1 appeal to the House that hon, 
ness of its ruling classes (and of that we | Members would be well-advised to pay 
are in no danger in this country) and|the money to provide the guarantee 
because she depended on other nations | for securing our food-supply from other 
for the supply of the material which nations rather than in artificially making 
should make a nation. I submit that | that supply. I think that the question 
we have the advantage of Rome in that! might be elaborated by the quotation 
matter, and further, that we have the! of statistics, but I do not want to 
advantage of Rome in the gradual and trespass further on the time of the 
quickly increasing reliance that can be | House. 

placed on our colonies for the food | 

supplied that can be obtained from them. *(5,23.) SiR WILLIAM HARCOURT 
The supply of wheat from our colonies (Monmouthshire, W.): It has been a great 
amounts now 0 seventeen million pleasure to me to hear, on his first ap 
ewts., while forty-nine million ewts. pearance in our debates, our friend who has 
come from foreign countries; but Just down. It is a still greater pleasure to 
every year the supply from our me that [agree with the sentiments he has 
colonies on which we can rely is, expressed. [have listened to my hon. friend 
increasing, and the large and fertile | Who moved this Motion, and to the hon- 
prairies of Canada and plains of | Member for Central Sheffield, but I confess 
Australia, and those of that great' I cannot understand what they can allege 
friendly Anglo-Saxon nation of America , " favour of the proposition contained in 
which contributes more and more to| the Amendment. When I hear the hon. 
our food supply. | Member who moved this Motion talk of 


‘ “cc » 5 ~ 
I come now to what I really believe | the dangers of “corners” in America, 


to be the point of this matter; that | does he really propose that His Majesty's 


; | Government should undertake the opera- 
ontroi | 
is, our control of the sea, and the ager, 


money which we put into the control | on ae ahaa ae that I cannot 
of the sea. We must | ng | aa eget 

‘thes then to spelling oe |eonceive. Let us.see what it means! It 
aided granaries. We should rather aim | "¢""* ng ogee gh salam din ghee 


race : : | —he does not say at what price—a great 
at establishing a ‘‘corner ” in ships than | ili 4 P . a 
S Wiis” te Gate The han, Manbae | pss mi = of quarters 0 corn in or¢ “ 
‘ # os | I suppose, that if a “corner ” was made 
for St. Helens said he took it as an/| Ppos? 


ceeeiahiin teat a aia ok |in America you would let the corn out 
mption ‘nat we should never 108€ | and knock down the price. A more 


the command of the sea, and that our | unbusinesslike proceeding I cannot con- 
fleet was invincible. I would not like! give. I know what has happened with 
to go so far as that. I think if | “corners.” According to my observation 
we did, we should be living in a fools’ | and experience no man who ever tried a 
paradise ; but it behoves us to see | «eorner ” ever failed to come to grief. A 
that the insurance we pay in the! proposal more incapable of being sup- 
shape of providing a sufficient fleet to ported by the Knglish Government I 
safeguard our interests should be a | cannot understand, than that the Govern- 
Mr. White Ridley. 
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ment should expend millions and millions 
of money on which no interest would be 


paid. Here you have these great | 
granaries which have cost you millions, 


and your stocks. And there are the 
stocks lying dead and idle in order that 
you may take your chance of running 
against a “corner.” I think we are a 
business assembly and we may therefore 
dismiss the “corner.” 

Well, the hon. Member for Central 
Sheffield has advanced some arguments 
which seem to me to contradict one 
another. He is dreadfully afraid of a 

sage which he read out from a 
ecture delivered by the late Lord Play- 
fair, in which it was stated that America, 
I understand, twenty years hence would 
not be able to export meat, because it 
would consume ali its own meat, That 
would be a very satisfactory expectation 
to the cohorts of Protectionists I see 
before me. It is said—“Oh ! you will have 
such risk in time of war because the 
cargoes of wheat which are coming from 
abroad will be at the risk of being inter- 
cepted by the foreign enemy.” Now, there 
is a great deal of delusion on this subject. 
Itis supposed that the wheat from America 
under those circumstances would be 
consigned to England direct. It would 
not be consigned to England at all. It 
would be consigned to Continental neutral 
ports, and no foreign enemy would dare 
to face the neutral world by attacking 
bona fide neutral consignment to neutral 
ports. It would go to Antwerp where it 
could not be touched or interfered with 
by a hostile fleet. Any voyage which it 
would have to make, exposed to risk, 
would be from Antwerp to England—or 
in crossing the narrow channel from 
Antwerp or a port in Holland to Dover. 
Does it seem worth while for a 
speculation of this kind to go into 
these enormous purchases, to pile up 
this great investment of capital? Any 
hon. Member who brings such a proposal 
before such an assembly of commercial 
business men, as I believe the House of 
Gommons to be, ought to be prepared to 
furnish some idea of the sum of money 
he is going to lock up in this way. 
Suppose at the end of five years you 
have war ? 


Mr. SETON-KARR said that he || 
thought that he had made his proposal | in the case of contraband. 
quite clear. What he was asking for all | ever, 
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the way through was an inquiry, and 
he had particularly said that he did not 
wish to go into details of that kind. 


* Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
hon. Gentleman was very wise and very 
judicious when he suggested that the 
details were unimportant, but the detail 
in question is of extreme importance if 
there is to be invested millions upon 
millions in a speculation of this kind. 
To my mind such a speculation would be 
an insane thing upon the part of any 
responsible Government. Let us see 
what will be the effect when you have 
got this stock—and I observe the Motion 
of the hon. Member applies to every sort 
of provision, beef, bacon, mutton, and 
other things, as well as wheat, and you 
must have a store of those things, of 
which a large proportion now comes from 
abroad, but which he says will then 
come from our colonies-—If you get corn 
in time of war from Canada in British 
ships it is at greater risk than if you 
get it from United States, because it 1s 
there a belligerent cargo, whereas if 
it comes from the United States, to Bel- 
| gium, France, or Holland, it would be a 
| neutral cargo going toa neutral port, and 
‘it would not be at any risk until it got 
‘to the neutral port, within a few miles 
of our own shores, from which it would 
be shipped to us; but if it come from 
Canada of course it is a British cargo, 
'and therefore liable to capture over the 
whole of the Atlantic. 





Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 


Not in a neutral bottom. 


* Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Why 


not? It is treated as contraband. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Because 
the Declaration of Paris covers it. The 
right hon. Gentleman is quite aware that 
the Declaration of Paris lays it down that 
a neutral flag covers a belligerent cargo. 


*Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: My 
hon. friend is quite right because one of 
the things that would occur in the case 
of war would be that the flag would be 
|changed at once and the cargo would 
be protected by the neutral flag, except 
It has, how- 


been suggested that provisions 
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might be declared to be contraband by|the working classes? Has anybody 
the belligerent power—a thing which | endeavoured to form an opinion of what 
the neutrals would never allow—but if | the position will be? You cannot keep 
that ever occurred the goods would be! corn for fifty years. The Government 
consigned not to this country direct but | would have to lock up stores of corn 
to some neighbouring neutral country, | year after year, and they must be always 
in which case they could in no event be | buying and selling. Fancy an English 
treated as contraband, for goods having | Government becoming a speculator in 
a neutral destination cannot be treated | corn! They would have to buy at » 
as contraband. One part of his pro-| particular price—it might be a high 


position, which I venture to criticise, 
I have not heard advocated except 
by the hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Sheffield, the great champion of 
protection in this House, and I shall be 
a little surprised if the advocates of this 
Motion are not found to be gentlemen 
with a natural feeling towards protection, 
because that, of course, is what a Motion 
of this kind means. What would be the 


effect of the proposal that these stores | 


were to come exclusively from our own 
colonies? Of course it means that wheat 
would have to be bought at a higher 
price because it would knock out of the 
markets many sources of supply, and 
the result would be to great'y enhance 


the price of the produce of these limited 


markets. Then it was said that it 
was for the purpose of “ encourag- 
ing the growth of wheat.’’ Encourag- 
ing the growth means that you get 
more than the natural price for the 
produce. If natural prices would 


encourage growth then growth is en-| 
couraged now, but that is not so. It 


would very greatly enhance the price 
you would have to pay for these stores. 
I do not know whether people have 
arrived at a state of opinion, and I 
sometimes think they have, when they 
think they cannot be happy without a 
war. That is not my opinion. Just as 
happened after the Crimean war, so 
there will be, I believe, after this war an 
earnest desire in this country for peace. 
Will anybody try and calculate what 
would be this loss to the nation if 
enormous food supplies had been locked 
up in the national granaries for the fifty 
years which have nearly expired since 
the Crimean war.?' Why, the National 
Debt would be a joke to it! It is con- 
tended that the proposal would be for 
the advantage of the working classes. 
But, from its very nature, the proposal 
must mean a rise in the price of corn ; 
and how is that going to advantage 


Sir William Harcourt. 


price. Corn cannot be kept a long time 
without deteriorating. Therefore they 
_would sell it. But by that time the 
| price might have fallen very much, and 
thus they would be constantly losing 
_a@ great deal of money upon their tran- 
'sactions. Thisis not acase of providing 
for a garrison. It is a case of pro- 
| visioning a people of forty millions, and 
all this on the speculation that at some 
time or other in the future there might 
be a “corner” or a war. What is the 
use of embarking upon wild speculations 
for risks—which I can only call ‘fears 
of the brave and follies of the wise”— 
of going into a rash gamble that has 
no justification in any example in the 
world? I have listened with all respect 
and attention to all the arguments 
adduced, andI have not heard a single 
one which seemed to me capable of being 
supported; and having regard to the 
importance of the Motion, and to the 
many speeches that will be and have 
been made ; I think I have said enough. 


(5.42.) CoLtone. KEN YON-SLANEY 
(Shropshire, Newport) said he did not 
gather from the mover of the Amendment 
any such suggestion as that which the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite had 
thought fit to criticise so severely. He 
gathere that the main desire of both 
mover and seconder—and with that he 
cordially agreed—was that some cog- 
nisance should be taken by the Govern- 
ment of this question which was not an 
academic one, or one the consideration of 
which could be much longer postponed, 
but was one on which a great mass of the 
country and the empire thought very 
strongly, really, and earnestly. He 
would therefore pass over the speech of 
the right hon. Gentleman, which merely 
consisted of demolishing a phantom 
which did not exist. There seemed to 
be among the opponents to the Amend- 
ment two lines of thought. the argu- 
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ments in support of which were pressed 
home with great insistence, One was 
that so long as our fleet was intact 
and stood in its present relation to the 
fleets of other nations there was no 
danger, and that no _ fuss need 
therefore be made about the matter. 
The other line of argument was 
that, if the fleet failed, supposing 
one could conceive such a thing to be 
possible and our ports were blockaded, 
then there was no longer anything to 
fight for, and we might chuck up 
the sponge and take up our position as a 
conquered country. He did not take 
objection to the first line of argument, 
but with regard to the second, let the 
House, if possible, conceive that the fleet 
had failed ; that a foreign combination 
for the time being had command of the 
sea; and that the ports of entry to this 
country were blockaded. It did not follow 
then that the second line of argument 
should be accepted, it could only be 
accepted if it was conceded that the 
country was to have no storage of food 
supplies ; but granting the position so 
far that our ports were blockaded, allthe 
power and energy of the country would 
be put forward to restore and repair the 
fleet in order to break the blockade. It 
was not possible to suppose that other 
nations could have effected a blockade 
without their fleets having suffered con- 
siderably in the actions which would 
have preceded the blockade, and all our 
energies would be devoted to restoring 
as rapidly as possible the powers of 
resistance and opposition. But the main 
condition underlying all that—the only 
thing which would give us a chance of 
recuperating, would be the certainty that 
for a definite number of months we could 
feed the people upon whose energies we 
depended to put us again in a position of 
power. He, therefore, thought the second 
line of argument was an unworthy one, 
and should never issue from the lips of 
Ministers or lovers of their country. 
The House ought to recognise the patriotic 
intention of the hon. Member for St. 
Helens in bringing forward this Amend- 
ment. ‘Those who supported the Amend- 
ment were not putting forward any 
particular suggestion or plan, but the 
various suggestions came from those 
who thought earnestly upon the question 
and who believed that their suggestion 
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was the best way of carrying out the 
object in view.’ They all recognised that 
there were two supplies which were 
absolutely necessary for our continued 
resistance in such circumstances and for 
the continued maintenance of our 
position in any circumstances. One 
supply was that of food, and the other 
was the supply of men; and after all the 
various schemes had been examined 
they would all revert to this proposal, 
that the best way to secure a cal and 
appropriate supply of food in this country 
was that it should be grown within the 
limits of these islands, and when they 
considered that the same process which 
would develop the home industry would 
also tend to increase the supply of the 
class of men we required to defend us. 
He thought, so far as possible, the 
Government would recognise that prob- 
ably they had their best chance of satis- 
fying the country while making any 
movement in the direction of finding a 
necessary food supply produced at home. 
in gaining at the same time the supply 
of men needed. 


(5.48.) MAJOR RASCH (Essex, 
Chelmsford)thought that the thanks of the 
public were due to the hon. Member for 
St. Helens for having brought this subject 
forward. After all it was, at any rate, 
quite as important as the discussion 





whether the people should pay the fraction 
‘of a farthing more or less for their 
telephone service. He did not think any- 
| one could suggest that the present system 
by which this country would be fed in the 
event of war was an unimportant questiong 
and that its present condition did not leave 
a good deal to be desired. In his opinion 
granaries were not practicable in this 
country, because owing to our detestable 
| climate it was impossible to keep wheat 
| sound and hard when stored, the dressing 
and constant turning over that it would 
require would make such a thing im- 
possible. Granaries had been tried with 
success in North America, Hungary, and 
| as the hon. Member said about 4,000 years 
| ago by an energetic Minister of Agriculture 
in Egypt ; but the House must recognise 
the difference of the climatic conditions 
existing in those countries and in Great 
Britain. In an interesting letter to The 
Times the hon. Member for Basingstoke 
advocated the keeping of wheat in stacks, 
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paying the farmer a bonus for doing so. | 
That was what farmers used to do in the 
eastern counties in the old days, but since 
1879 they had been compelled to thresh 
out the rent as soon as they got the wheat 
in stack, but no doubt there was something 
in the hon. Member’s suggestion. The 
right hon. Gentleman opposite had referred 
to the cohorts of Protection. There was 
aletterin Zhe Times a month ago written 
by an old friend of the House—Mr. Albert 
Pell. Mr. Pell had always been a strong 
Free-trader, but now his words were 
‘needs must when the devil drives ” and 
“circumstances altered cases.” Mr. Pell, 
in these circumstances, thought that it 
would be advisable to put aduty on flour, 
and that wheat should be admitted free. 
By that means Mr. Pell thought that 
farmers would be induced to grow wheat 
instead of letting their fields go down to 
rough grass as was now so often the case. 
There was an objection to that proposal 
which he thought the Government would 
find it difficult tosurmount. It lay in the 
word “ Protection.” When hon. Members 
spoke with an agricultural labourer on 
the subject, it would be found that some of 
these men remembered the days of Pro- 
tection, when the quartern loaf was at 8d. ; 
and these labourers said that they did not 
wish to see those days restored. He was | 
aware that the hon. Member for Certral 
Shettield could easily demolish the 
argument if he had the chance, but 
there was only one hon. Member for 
Central Sheffield—there were millions 
of agricultural labourers. His own 
idea was that the way to solve this 
question was by supporting the jagricul- 
tural interest. Though he was not a 
Protectionist, he failed to see why we 
should not have a shilling registration 
duty. It would produce 24 millions, and | 
he would give that sum towards reducing | 
the rates on agricultural land. The 
farmers should be encouraged to lay down 
wheat on their lands. In the eastern | 
counties there were thousands of acres 
derelict, and villages full of old women and 
boys. Land was selling at £2 18s. an 
acre, and not 200 acres were being cul-| 
tivated out of every 1,000 acres. The only 
things grown appeared to be barbed wire 
and corrugated roofing. The only way to 


correct this state of things was to back up | 
and support the agricultural interest, and | 
if, as an agricultural man, by so doing he | 
could at the same time assist the country | 


Major Rasch. 


{COMMONS} 
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in obliging a food supply in time of war 
he felt he would have done his duty. 


*(5.58) Mr. JEFFREYS (Hamp- 
shire, N.) said his hon. friend had 
referred to his scheme of keeping wheat 
in the country. He quite agreed with 
what the right hon. Member for West 
Monmouthshire had said about granaries, 
and the buying and selling of wheat, and 
he thought it would be an enormous 
undertaking, a very costly one—and at 
the same time it would not have the 
desired effect. Because wheat was a very 
difficult article to keep, it would have to 
be turned constantly, and in the large 
granaries they would have to have ex- 
pensive and powerful machinery for 
that purpose in order to keep it sound, 
A proposal which he had made, and which 
he regarded as reasonable, was that of 
keeping the supply of wheat in this 
country in the ricks in which it was put 
when harvested. It was often the practice 
in former years for farmers to keep a rick 
for sometimes one year, and sometimes 
two, and that was because very 
often when wheat was harvested it was 
not in a fit state to be milled, and only 
became fit for use after the east winds 
had gone through the ricks in March and 
thoroughly dried it. His suggestion was 
that the farmers should be induced to 
keep their wheat in the stack. The War 
Office had for years paid to certain omni- 
bus and tramway proprietors 10s. a head 
on a number of horses in order that they 
might be able to appropriate those horses 
in time of necessity; that system had 
been found very useful during the present 
war. Why should not ricks of wheat be 


| subsidised in the same way ? 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: At 


what price ? 


*Mr. JEFFREYS: I will come to that. 
Farmers could not be expected to keep 
the wheat for nothing. Under such a 
system there would be no expenditure on 
public granaries, or on people to turn 
the wheat, or on buying and selling and 
thus upsetting the market. The wheat 
would be kept in the natural course of 
events. As to the cost of keeping it, there 
wouldbe, in the first place, a certain loss of 
interest to the farmer by keeping his 
wheat instead of selling it immediately it 
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was harvested. That would be worth! If on such a scare the price rose to 
quite 2s. a quarter. that extent,- what would it do if the 
country actually went to war? He had 

Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT asked | no doubt it would go up to 100s., and 
whether, if the price of wheat was par- | perhaps a great deal more. Wheat now 
ticularly high, 2s. a quarter would induce | was extraordinarily low, having been be- 
a farmer to keep his wheat. | tween 26s. and 27s. for the last year, and 
|if a war broke out with a foreign Power 

*Mr. JEFFREYS thought that in | it would certainly go up to three or four 
many cases a great deal of wheat was | times that amount. Bread would then be 
not fit to thresh directly after harvest. | three or four times its present price, and 
Generally, the end of our summers were | P0°F people who were now spending 5s. or 
damp, and wheat was damp and had to 6s. a week on bread would not be able to 
be kept. Even though the price was | Pay it. The only way to allay the excite- 
high, the farmer would hope that in the | ment and prevent the consequent en- 
next year it would be still higher. It | hancement of the price of wheat, in case 
was only because of the large impor-| of war, was to have a considerable reserve 
tation of wheat that the future price | '” the country. By the small expendi- 
of wheat was such @ pure specu-| ture he had mentioned such a reserve 
cits la oblition to the 2 for could be secured, and it would be a source 


interest, there should be another 2s. | of great strength to the country. 


per quarter for loss by vermin, and an (6.10.) Taz PRESIDENT oF THE 
additional 1s., making 5s. in all, to induce’ BOARD or TRADE (Mr. GERALD 
the farmer to keep the wheat for a year. | Batrour, Leeds, Central), who was 
I he farmers of the country could hth. wary initnetly’ heard, was” under 
é 5 I: sll ga stoo Oo accep e eclaration 
eteae of pid ee (nean an eX-| of the hon. Member for St. Helens 
. east <wesiigg >that the Amendment had not been 

compared with the enormous amount | . . mn 
spent on the Army and the Navy wasa_ = b vo mp! Rg apie, f po 
very small sum; but it would ensure a | P bi a pry” oe er erage 7 i 4 
considerable reserve of wheat for a case Th _ he ond wing po weien 
of emergency. The acreage under wheat | 4 dic oo a peice sie as 
has been dscreasing constantly, and there | @8UY G1scouraged, as a simnar 4 oton 
was now less than one half the acreage of | h@d_ontwo previous occasions been before 
thirty years ago. Why should it not the Housewithout acceptance. The mover 
increase again? He believed that by of the Amendment had avoided pressing 
some such subsidy as he had suggested, ®2Y particular remedy ; he had said that 
many farmers might be induced to grow | what he wanted was not an inquiry into 


wheat, and keep it for a year. Many. the question of national granaries, Pro- 
persons asked— tection, or marine insurance, but an 
: ‘inquiry pure and simple. That, doubt- 
“What is the good of having a reserve of | joss, was a very wise and prudent line 
food at all? You have a good Navy, and us : 
long as you have that Navy nothing else is for the hon. Member to take, and toa 
required.” certain extent it disarmed criticism. But 
If that was so, he would ask why it was | it was no good asking the House to 
necessary to have a Volunteer force for undertake an inquiry without any clear 
home defence? There was always the or definite idea of the lines on which it 
risk that we might not be able entirely to was to proceed. He did not intend to 
sweep the seas; there might be an inroad go at any length into the various 
of a foreign force ; and then the Volunteer | measures which had been proposed to 
force, and, above all, such food supplies, | prevent scarcity of food supplies in time 
would be wanted. To show that this of war. With the criticisms of the right 
was no mere scare, he reminded the House | hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
that in 1885, when war with Russia | Monmouthshire with regard to national 
was imminent, Mr. Gladstone asked for | granaries, he entirely agreed. It would 
avote of £10,000,000 on the chance of | beinthe highest degree imprudent for any 
war breaking out, and immediately the | Government to embark on such ascheme. 
price of wheat went up 10s. a quarter: | The expense certainly would be enormous, 
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The capital expenditure would probably 
be at least £30,000,000, and the annual 
cost certainly not less than £1,000,000. 


Mr. YERBURGH (Chester) said the, 
figure he was responsible for was a 
capital expenditure of a little over 
£17,000,000 for the purchase of. 
8,000,000 quarters. 


{COMMONS} 
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It was all very well to say that men 
could not do without food. It had been 
suggested that with a sufficient stock 
of corn in the hands of the Government 
the Government could undertake the 
task of rationing the whole community, 
Such a task, however, had never been 
undertaken since the days which had 


'been referred to by his hon. friend, 


| With their present political and social 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said he 
might have overstated the amount, but 
in any case it was clear that it would be 
alarge amount. In addition to that they 
had to consider that the Government of 
this country, or of any country, were | 
extremely il edapted to carry out that 
which was in the nature of a speculation 
in corn. What theeffect would be upon 
those private agencies upon which we at 
present depended for our supply of corn, 
it was difficult to forecast, but he had 
not the slightest doubt that it would 
weaken and demoralise those agencies. | 
He thought the first effect at the outbreak | 
of war of the existence of stores of corn to 
be dispensed by the Government, nobody 
knew how, would be to check the flow of | 
corn into this country from the ordinary | 
sources of supply at the very time when | 
it was most important that such inflow | 
should take place. Similar remarks— 
applied to the proposal for Govern- | 
ment insurance. The cost there| 
would be gigantic. He had little doubt | 
that it would be impossible to confine such | 
insurance to corn; it would have to be 
extended to other kinds of food, and also | 
to merchandise—certainly to raw ma-, 
terials. One or two speakers had dealt | 
with the argument that in time of war it | 


‘capture in time of war? 
_matter upon which it was very difficult 


system the tdea of the Government's 
rationing the entire population of this 
country was, to his mind, one of the 
most absurd and extravagent ideas that 
had ever entered into the mind of man. 
All these remedies were, in his judg- 
ment, both dangerous and impracticable, 
He agreed with those who thought that 
so long as we had a Navy which had 
command over the seas it was sufficient 
for us to depend upon the ordinary 
operations of supply and demand. His 
hon. friend the Member for St. Helens 
was very anxious to impress the House 
with his view that the Navy, howe er 
strong, could not do everything. He 
quite agreed that if war broke out the 
price of corn and other materials would 
unquestionably rise. For a short time 
the rise might be very great; but his 
belief was that panic prices would not 
last very long, and that the price of 
corn would rapidly reach some relation 
to the actual risk of capture in 
time of war. What was the risk of 
That was a 


to speak with any certainty; but the 
best authorities agreed that the average 
war risk in the French war at the begin- 
ning of last century,was about 5 per cent. 


was necessary to make special provision | Taking the average war risk of 5 per 
for establishing stores of corn, but in one | cent., and calculating that risk upon the 
respect it was even more important to! hull as well as upon the cargo, the risk 
make provision in the case of raw | would be covered and the war premium 
material than in the case of corn. The) provided for by a rise in the price of 
price of corn might be raised to) corn of under 10 per cent. Let them 


30 or 40 per cent. without largely | 
diminishing the consumption; but) 
supposing there was a rise in the price of 
a raw material like cotton—a rise which 
applied to this country alone, and not to 
those countries in which there were 
cotton mannfacturies in competition 
with our own—was it not obvious that 
a rise of that kind in the price of the 
raw material would absolutely destroy 





the cotton industry of this country ? 
Mr. Gerald Balfour 


assume there was a period of panic, last- 
ing for two or three months, during 
which the war premium was, not 5 per 
cent. but 20 per cent. A rise of 40 per 
cent. in the price of corn—which the 
House would observe was a rise well 
within the fluctuations which actually 
occurred in time of peace—would 
cover a war premium of 20 per cent., 
or four times as great as the average war 
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remium during the French war at the 
ginning of the last century. 
He knew it was said that a scarcity in 
time of war was apt to produce a rise in | 
rice far greater than, in proportion, it 
should do; and that no doubt was true. 
He believed the ordinary estimate was 


that if the supply uf corn was short to | 
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expedient of that kind, for the simple 
reason that the corn market of the 
present day is an international market, 
and to have any effect the prohibition 
would have to extend to export of corn 
altogether, and then the effect would 
not fallon this country alone, it would 
be shared by the rest of the world; the 


the extent of 20 per cent. we might _amount withheld from exportation would 
expect a rise, in consequence of that} be abstracted from the world’s corn 
artes, of something ‘ike 80 per cent. | market. It would be a curious policy 
But the House would observe that a rise | for a country to adopt in order to inflict a 
of that kind was the result, not of a | certain disadvantage on a belligerent, to 
temporary yeas. but of a - defi- | subject all neutral nations to a disadvan- 
ciency in the world’s supply of corn.|tage of the same kind. The price of 
A real deficiency in the world’s supply | corn in such a case would probably be 
of corn continued to operate all through | raised all over the world, and the rise 
the year of scarcity; but a temporary would probably fall far more heavily on 
deficiency, arising from the presence of the inhabitants of Germany, Italy or 
an enemy's fleet in our waters, which | France, than upon the inhabitants of 
intercepted the flow of corn into this this country, for in those countries corn 
country, might raise the price to a very | entered more largely into the diet of the 
en ae Pe “ the pace but —s a in this country. 

would immediately bring into play a) e did not think it was necessary to 
compensating action which would bring | detain the House by dealing with the 
corn into the country and reduce the| matter referred to by the hon. Member, 
price in proportion to ws average war | namely, the danger that in time of war 
risk. It might be argued that the war | the supplies would be “ cornered.” The 
risk at the present day was much greater’ hon. Member’s idea was that the corn 
than during the French war to which he | supplies might be “cornered,” not by 


had referred. He did not suppose that purchasing the futures of corn, but 
anything but experience would enable | by a syndicate of corn merchants who 
them to determine that question. They | would buy up the existing corn for their 
could not entirely leave out of sight the | ownprofit. His hon. friend had reminded 
effect of the Declaration of Paris. The|the House that corn merchants, like 
effect of the Declaration of Paris was/ other merchants, were not immaculate, 


| 


that a neutral flag covered even belli- 
gerent goods, except in the case of contra- | 
band of war. Therefore, unless we were | 
at war with a Power which did not 
adhere to the Declaration of Paris, and 
unless corn was declared to be contraband 
of war, we should always be certain of 
a sufficient supply coming to this 
country in neutral bottoms. Possibly 
corn might be declared to be contraband 
of war; but even in that case we should 


and that they would act in accordance 
with what they conceived to be their 
best interests. Was it conceivable that, 
when a war broke out in which this 
country was engaged, and the price of 
corn rose in consequence, corn could 
actually be withheld as suggested, not 
merely for one or two months, but for 
so long a period as to starve this country 
out? That danger appeared to him to 
be extremely remote, but, if it existed, 





not be in a worse position than we were 
at the beginning of last century, when 


he should liketo ask his hon. friend, 


why should a “ corner” of that kind be 


the whole of the commerce on which this | attempted in time of war rather than in 
country depended was carried in British | time of peace? He saw no particular 
hottoms, and was therefore exposed to | advantage to the merchants in time of 
the risk of capture. ’ | ai such as that to which his hon. 
Allusion had been made to prohibition | friend referred. 

of corn exports, but he could not say t 

that it appeared to him there was any| Mr. SETON-KARR: It is much more 
serious danger that a belligerent Power | likely to be succeasful, the market not 
would be likely to have recourse to an | being overstocked. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said the 


amount of corn imported from European 
countries was undoubtedly small even 
now. The amount from Russia was 
extremly small, 


Address in Reply to 


Sm HOWARD VINCENT: It is five 
million quarters. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said that, 
after some 60 per cent. received from the 
United States, our principal sources of 
supply were India, Canada, and Argen- 
tina. But in any case, if there had been 
a prospect of making a gigantic fortune 
by such successful cornering, there would 
have been more attempts at it in times 
of peace. His hon. friend had referred 
to the notorious case of Mr. Leiter, who 
attempted, with disastrous results to 
himself, to ‘“‘corner” corn, and that 
illustrated one of the points to which 
he had referred, the effect of ‘‘corners”’ 
on prices. The effect of the Leiter 
‘‘corner’’ in corn in raising the price 
lasted only about a month. It was in 
May, 1898. The greatest fluctuations of 
price produced by that “corner” told 
not so much in this country as in 
America. In America, during the 
month of May, the price of corn fluctu- 
ated enormously day by day. It was 
fairly steady up to theend of April being 
about 100 cents per bushel. About the 
end of April the price rose to 120 cents, 
and on the 9th May to 183 cents ; it fell 
to 138 cents by the 14th May, rose again 
to 172 cents on the 26th, and on the 
31st May it fell from 166 to 125 cents 
while another fall of 20 cents was 
recorded on the Ist June. 
fluctuations were very great, but 
they only lasted a month, and when 


the month was over the normal price 


was soon restored. In England these 


operations had considerable effect, but | 


very much less than in America. In 
England the price remained steady down 
to April. It was 38s. at the end of that 
month, when it began to rise, and it 


reached 48s. ld. in June, and then it | 
It would be so | 


began to fall off rapidly. 
here, he believed, in the event of war. 
There might be, for a short time, an 
extremely rapid rise in the price of corn, 


MMONS} 


These | 
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sufficient reasons why the Government 
‘should not assent to the suggestion of 
his hon. friend to appoint a Committee 
of Inquiry, for there really was nothing 
to inquire into. Of course, they all 
knew that there would be a rise in price 
on the outbreak of war, but that rise 
would not be such as to cause anything 
like real scarcity or famine prices. [t 
was sufficient for us if we had a Navy 
adequate for our needs, and if we had 
not such a Navy it was not an inquiry 
that was needed, but rather the im- 
peachment of a Government which had 
neglected an obvious and essential duty. 


(6.38.) Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, 
Sleaford): It has been somewhat difficult 
for me to follow what the right hon. 
Gentleman said, but so far as I was able 
to do so, he declined to consider the 
suggestion of my hon. friend. I own 
that I regret it. I regret also that Iam 
not in a position to supply the materials 
to judge of the actual facts which my hon. 
friend the Member for Central Sheffield 
thought I should be able to give, be 
cause I was formerly President of the 
Board of Agriculture. I would remind 
my hon. friend that that is a good 
many years ago, and I am afraid that 
my memory does not enable me to 
afford the information. While I en- 
tirely agree with his criticism as to the 
absence. of Ministers from the Front 
Bench in the earlier partrof the evening, 
I venture to think that this is a question 
;that more directly concerns the 
Secretary of State for War and the 
First Lord of the Admiralty, because 
undoubtedly it is a most serious item in 
the consideration of the defences of the 
country. 

My right hon, friend concluded 
his observations by saying that as 
far as he could see, there was nothing 
at all to inquire into. Surely there is 
something to inquire into! when we 
depend for our supply of food in this 
country, as far as three-fourths are con- 
cerned, on imports. If we should 
unfortunately be involved in a European 
war, andif we should lose command of 
‘the seas even for a very short period, no 
| position in which the country could be 


but the price would soon fall to its| placed could possibly be more serious. 


normal level. 
He thought he 


Mr. Seton-Karr. 


This fact is patent to everybody, and 


had_ now given iI know that it is already causing con- 
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siderable alarm and giving rise to a feel- | through a blockade of our coasts. I do not 
ing of apprehension amongst great. wish to minimise that. I think it is a possible 


bers of the people of this country | Seneer-” 

numbers o ople o HM . : 

It is too much to say that there is| ual the right hon. Gentleman the 
nothing whatever to inquire into, i | resident of the Board of Trade says 


cases of this kind. Whoever is right that our position in certain circumstances 
or wrong in the figures, in my humble | to which he referred would not be worse 


opinion the present position is the very | than it was at the beginning of the last 
Tes of satisfactory. When we pu | century, But there is the whole differ- 
told by the Prime Minister, as we were | ence in the world between the beginning 
not long ago, that undoubtedly we are of last century and the position in which 
unpopular all over the world, and when _ W® re placed to-day. 
that is followed by the statement of the | 
ex-Prime Minister who said, ‘‘ You are} Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: My right 
bitterly detested,” I think it is unwise} hon. friend has misunderstood me. 
on the part of the Government to think | What I suggested, or at least meant to 
that there is no possible reason for | suggest, was that war risks at present, 
apprehension with reference to the | in consequence of the capture of goods at 
subject before the House. I think the | sea, could not be greater than they were 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for | then. 
West Monmouthshire to some extent 
took the view of the President of the Mr. CHAPLIN: It may have been 
Board of Trade, because in dealing with my fault in hearing the right hon. 
the apprehension which had been ex-| Gentleman, but unless he included the 
pressed he said, ‘‘ Oh, wheat would be all | capture of corn— 
right, it would be sent to some neutral 
port, Antwerp for instance, and from! Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: All goods. 
there it would be sent without difficulty to | 
England.” Itis quite truethat anything! .Mr. CHAPLIN: The right hon. 
carried in neutral vessels would be safe | Gentleman has included the capture of 
from confiscation if not carrying contra- corn, and therefore my argument is 
band of war. But suppose that food was to the point. There is the whole 
considered contraband of war. Remem- | difference in the world between the 
ber that the exemption from confiscation two periods, because at the beginning 
of vessels carrying food does not prevent of last century we grew nearly 
them from seizure, and considerable delay | the whole of our food ourselves, whereas 
might occur at a time when the food might we now get nearly the whole of it from 
be absolutely necessary in this country. abroad. Thus in my humble opinion, 
I venture to think then that, on the the possible risks are so great, and the 
showing of the right hon. Gentleman, | possible consequences are so appalling, 
the position is bad enough, for he admits | that I am not prepared to sit down and 
the danger, although he says it is remote. | take the view that nothing ought to be 
He prefers to rely on the law of supply done and that nothing is required. 
and demand. In ordinary circumstances’ What we want is certainty that under 
he is quite right, but in the circum-| certain conditions there should be an 
stances we are considering there are | assured supply of corn in this country 
many things which must not be left out | for a certain number of months, and the 
ofaceount. Suppose, for a moment, there reason for that, in my mind, is perfectly 
should be a blockade, what would be the simple. If we had that supply for a 
use of depending on the law of supply | sufficient time, I do not care much what 
and demand then? Is a blockade of | would happen to us; I do not mean I 
these Islands entirely beyond the reach | would not care, but I would not be very 
of practical warfare? I have consulted apprehensive. But if the worst came to 
aspeech delivered by the right hon. | theworst,wecanstill grow in this country, 
Gentleman the present Leader of the! in case of emergency, all the corn that is 
House in 1897, in which he said— | required for ourselves. On that I stake 
|my opinion. For that purpose a whole 


“What I believe is a real and a great danger | A 7 
is the impossibility of getting the corn x | variety of plans have been submitted to 
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the House. I will not enter into any 
of those plans on the present occasion. 
I would not pledge myself to any one of | 
them without inquiry. What we want 
to know is the truth on all these subjects. 
And if my right hon. friend thinks we 
are unreasonable, and that we ought to 
be satisfied with the assurances of the 
Government, he ought to bear in mind | 
what fell from my hon. friend when he 
reminded the Government of the circum- 
stances of the present war, how com- 
pletely the Government—and I take part 
of the blame to myself, for I was a) 
member of the Government at the time— 
were deceived in nearly all the im- 
portant circumstances connected with the 
war. There is therefore very little com- | 
fort and satisfaction to be derived in 
consequence of similar declarations made 
by my right hon. friend in regard to 
the position of this country in the event 
of. another great war, especially a 
European war. The hon. Member for 


Address in Reply to 


Stalybridge, referring to one of these 
suggestions, said there was no precedent 
in any country in the modern world for | 
instituting stores of grain, and that | 


therefore, there was no need for stores 
of grain. I admit that, but there 
is more than one great country on the 
continent of Europe where there are 
war-chests of another kind. Both in 
Germany and in Russia they possess | 
plenty of grain, if they should unhappily | 
drift into war, but they have not the | 
gold. We have got the gold, but not 
the grain. They have war-chests of 
gold for an emergency; and what we 
want in this country is an adequate 
war-chest of grain. 

The right hon. Gentleman said that 
my hon. friend the Member for 
St. Helens was studiously vague in 
all his statements, but I think that, 
so far from being vague, he stated that | 
what he wanted was an inquiry into) 
all the specific proposals that had been 
made in regard to this question. The 
great objection of my right hon. friend 
to granaries was on the ground of cost. 
It is impossible to say what the cost is 
likely to be, but taking it at the highest 
estimate, 30 millions of money, what are 
the ordinary War Estimates at the present 
time? I suppose they are more than | 
30 millions a year, and even supposing | 
the sum required for establishing a | 


Mr. Chaplin. 


{COMMONS} 


| character. 


‘from abroad. 


the King’s Speech. 1152: 
reserve of grain was 30 millions, the 
interest on that sum would be a baga- 
telle compared with what we are spend- 
ing on the War Estimates on a peace 
footing at the present time. The right 
hon. Gentleman went on to say that this 
subject was quite unsuited for specula- 
tion, and that any proposals of the kind 
suggested would inevitably interfere 
with the trade of the country. But 
there is to be no speculation that I am 
aware of. All that is suggested is that 


‘there should be the purchase of an 


adequate reserve of grain—so many 
millions of quarters—and that, I under- 


stand, is to be kept in the possession 


of the Government and renewed every 
year by one-third, and never to be 
touched except in the case of great 
emergency in the event of war. Would 
there be, when once that reserve is 
established, any reason to interfere with 
speculation or trade or anything else of 
the kind? It would simply be a war 
chest of grain in reserve. The thing 
was possible in the days of another 
Joseph in Egypt, who at that time was 
a man of great force and energy of 
Surely we are not to be told 
that what was possible and _ perfectly 
successful for seven years three thousand 


‘years ago is entirely beyond the range 


and power of British statemanship in 
the year 1902. 

Apart altogether from that, I do 
not know that any one can deny that 
the position is really serious, with 
three-fourths of our food supplies coming 
Why, if unhappily we 
became engaged in a foreign war, our 
situation would be the same as that of 
an army cut off from its commissariat. 


'We were told that there was the 


supremacy of the Fleet. But if the 
supremacy of the Fleet is gone, even for 
a short time, our cotton and other raw 
materials for our industries would be 
cut off. And ‘what is the inference we 


are intended to draw for that state of 


things? It is that we are to givein. I 
utterly repudiate the notion that though 


‘once in a way our Fleet may be in 


difficulties for a time, we are to yield to 
the demands of foreign nations. I say 
these are the counsels of despair, 
and I dispute them altogether. If 
there be one lesson taught us more 
clearly and distinctly than another by 
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the results of this recent war, it is the | was better than cure, and all those dire 
enormous advantage which rests with | dangers which had been prognosticated 
the defenders ; andjif we had only in|could only ensue provided that the 
this country a sufficient supply of food | British Fleet was crippled or swept off 
we might be attacked by all the nations | the seas. But even then the difficulties 
of the world for ever without the slight- | would not be so great as his hon. friend 
est hope or chance of their being success- | opposite appeared to imagine, because, 
ful. Under the conditions of modern|as Lord Wolseley pointed out two or 
arms, a successful invasion of this country | three years back, it would be impossible, 
I regard as an impossibility, provided | with our extensive coast line, to prevent 
we had food. More than that, we have | foreign ships landing or running cargoes 
greater facilities for building fleets, I | of wheat upon our shores for the sake of 
believe, than all the other nations of the | pelf. The money proposed to be expended 
world put together. We have any/upon this scheme would be far better 
number of harbours and dockyards, and | spent upon our Fleet than in the manner 
all the material. We have the workers, | which had been suggested. 

the men, and the money ; and we should It was not often that he agreed with 
at once set to work to build another fleet— | the President of the Board of Trade, 
aye, half-a-dozen fleets—unless we werein-| but in his opinion, the right hon. 
duced to surrender by lack of food.|Gentleman’s views were sound upon 


Again, a reserve of grain would prevent this matter. He had pointed out the 
fact that we had other trades in 


a rise in the price of food to the poor. 
this country besides agriculture. It 


Iam bound to say that I cannot see 


what is the reasonable objection to an 
inquiry of this nature. On the face of 
it, it must be admitted that the position 
of this country is not at all a pleasant 
one in this respect. There is something 


in the allegation made in the course of | 


this debate that a very considerable feel- 
ing of uneasiness exists on this question 
in various circles in this country. [f 
there is nothing in them, if these appre- 
hensions are altogether unfounded, an 
inquiry of this sort is the wisest thing, in 


was perfectly true that we grew some 
wheat in this country, but we did not 
grow cotton, and if this country lost the 
command of the seas even for a month, 
that would stop the importation of raw 
cotton and raw wool into this country. 
He thought that would be even as great 
a disaster as the stoppage of our food 
supply. If we had not the raw material 
|there would be no wages for the people, 
‘and then the difficulties would be far 
‘greater than those which had been 





order to dispel them; and if you have | pointed out by his hon. friend opposite. 
got a good case they would be dispelled If we were going to give a bonus or a 
once for all. If, on the other hand, you | subsidy to every farmer who kept a rick 
have not got a good case, it is high time | of wheat for a certain time, why not give 
that this country should set to work in |a shilling apiece to every cotton manu- 
earnest to devise a remedy. | facturer for every piece of cotton material 
| which he kept in stock for twelve months ; 

(7.0.) Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY | and the same with the woollen manu- 
(Yorkshire, W. R., Pudsey) said that he |facturers. There were many other articles 
thought many hon. Members on his own |which came from over the seas. He 
side of the House would agree with him | believed that “ Bovril” was made in 


when he said that the last three speeches 
which had been made from the opposite 
side of the House revolved, if they did 
not absolutely hinge, on Protection. A 
suggestion had been made that the 
farming industry was to receive an 
additional bonus over and above that 
which it had already received amounting 
toabout £1,000,000 per annum, in order 
to persuade farmers to ward off this 
danger by stacking their corn in ricks 
for a certain period of time. Prevention 


| Argentina, and why not give every 
| grocer a subsidy of so much per tin to keep 
| a certain amount of Bovrilin stock. If we 
were going to give a bonus for storing 
wheat, why not extend it to other articles 
such as champagne and barrels of beer and 
soon. The proposals which had been made 
by the mover of this Amendment only 
needed to be stated in order to show their 
absurdity. If the Government had any 
money to spare, by all means let them 
protect our shores, and instead of pro- 
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tecting one of the British industries, they 
would then be safeguarding all the 
industries carried on in ths country. 
The hon. Member for the Chelmsford 
Division had told them how land 
was going out of cultivation, and how 
agriculture was depressed. He knew 
the case of a farmer who had_ been 
paying £150 a year for a very long 
period. His lease was now running 
out, and he had received notice of an 
increase of £10 a year in his rent. 
There did not appear any reason for 
increasing this rent except the fact that 
the rates had been reduced, and on this 


account the agent and the landlord | 
thought the farm was worth £10 a year | 


more. This farmer had received £7 10s 
per annum in relief of his rates, but his 
rent had been increased by £10. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
think the hon. Member is going rather 
wide of the subject raised by the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY thought 


that his hon. friends opposite had also 
gone a little wide of the mark in suggest- 
ing that corn should be stacked in hay 


ricks. If we gave a bonus to farmers for 
keeping corn in corn ricks, why not 
also give a bonus for keeping hay in 
hay ricks? He thought this House 
would be better employed trying to 
remedy real grievances, instead of dis- 
cussing such fads as national granaries. 


(7.6.) Mr GIBSON BOWLES said 
he understood that his hon. friends 
who supported this Motion contended 
that unless something was done to 
secure our food supply, wheat would go 
up toa very high price in time of war. 
Now, he had always been under the 
impression that high prices for wheat 
were exactly what the agriculturists 


wanted. He did not think that Joseph | 
‘if not he would have to read to him the 


was a good example to have cited in this 
connection. It was true that he planted 
his friends in the land of (Goshen, 
and provided them with food. But at 
what price? At the price of enslavement 
tothe Egyptians, of the sale of themselves 


and their cattle and goods to Pharaoh. | 


He did not know whether his hon. 


friend suggested that that was the 
price we should pay to secure this | 


Mr. George Whiteley. 
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thought the right hon. 
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country from purely imaginary dangers 
But there was another point. Jecseph 
made a “corner,’”’ and although Jews 
had often succeeded in doing this, no 
Gentile had ever yet succeeded in making 
a “corner.” The thing that surprised 
him even more than this was the fact 


‘that His Majesty’s Government did not 


seem to have understood the nature of 
this question. This was either 4 
military or an agricultural question, 
and he should say himself that it was 
military question, and yet they had had 
the President of the Board of Trade put 
up to reply to the discussion. The right 
hon. Gentleman had given them an 
academic oration upon economic 
principles, and after listening to that 
oration he felt himself to be in that state 
of confusion which generally ensued 
after one had listened to the statement 
of a very able statistician. He thought 
it would have been more appropriate for 
the Secretary to the Admiralty or the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
to have replied upon this question, but 
perhaps the experience of last night had 
induced the Government not to put up 
the latter right hon. Gentleman again 
upon this occasion, He thouglit he 
should receive the support of his right 
hon. friend when he said that if this was 
a danger at all it was a military danger, 
and a danger which, in his opinion, was 
purely imaginary. He was afraid the 
right hon. Member for West Monmouth- 
shire had forgotten some of the inter- 
national law of which. he had been such 
an able exponent under the name of 
“Historicus.” The right hon. Gentle- 
man spoke of corn in time of war going 
from America to Antwerp. Why? It 


would come straight to England, for if 


it was neutral property it was safe from 
seizure under the Declaration of Paris, 
even though ina British ship. He 
Gentleman 


would acknowledge that proposition; 


Declaration of Paris, which affirmed two 
things. One was that neutral property 
covered itself from capture, and was not 
capturable under any circumstances. 


The other thing was that, in the case of 


belligerent property, that also was safe 
from capture in a neutral ship. He 
undertook to say that if there was a war 
such as had been suggested, almost all 
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the ships would be neutral, as the| on the part of a belligerent can make 
English carrying trade would be swept |a thing contraband of war. We saw 
away by the mere increase in the|that in the case of the French war in 
rates of insurance. We should then/| China, when rice was declared contraband 
have Canadian corn coming in neutral | of war by the French. What happened ? 
ships to England, and that would be | Wesaid “we do not acknowledge in the 
secure from capture under the Declara- least your right to make the declaration,” 
tion of Paris. He was glad the right | and we did not abstain from trading in 
hon. Gentleman did not now question | rice any more than we did before. It 
his international law. is not a declaration of that kind that 


| settles what is contraband of war; it is, 

*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Ido not | and it is alone, the settled judgment of 
think the hon. Member sees my point. | the prize-court on the facts of the case. 
The case has been raised of supposing that I imagine that that makes the danger 
corn should be declared contraband of more remote, because you have first ‘to 
war. In that case if it went to a neutral | get that defimtion, which has never yet 
port it would not be contraband of war, | been given. ‘ 
but if it went to a belligerent port| NowI come to the real question. I 
it would be contraband of war. | venture to say it is absolutely impossible 
I do not think, however, that neutral | that any Court could give such a defini- 
nations would ever allow provisions to tion with regard to the British Islands. 
be declared contraband of war. /I can understand that corn might be 
/made contraband of war when it was 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The right | being imported into a besieged city, but 
hon. Gentleman has now made another | here I come to the kernel of my argu- 
statement as to the law of nations| ment. I maintain that the geographical 
which is not correct. He says| position of the British Islands is such 
that contraband of war cannot be that you cannot blockade all our ports. 
contraband when it goes to a neutral | You would have to blockade completely 
port. He must have forgotten .the something like 1.000 miles of coast line 
case of the vessel which took con-| before access to these islands could be pre- 
traband of war and landed it at | vented, whether we commanded the seas 
the French port of Jibutil during the! or not. The waterways to the British 
war between Italy and Abyssinia, which | Islands are so enormously wide and large, 
was seized by an Italian cruiser, and | that it would be absolutely impossible for 
duly condemned by a prize -court at | all the fleets in the world, with the fleet of 
Rome. I had the pleasure of bringing| England included, to blockade Great 
that case to Lord Salisbury’s notice | Britain. It would be impossible to 
when the question arose whether con- | blockade the seas and prevent any cargo 
traband of war could be shipped to coming in that it was to our interests to 
Delagoa Bay, and I understand that buy. You might blockade one port, which 
Lord Salisbury quoted it to the German | I very much doubt, but to suggest that 
Ambassador. Onthat case it isadmitted | you are going to blockade the whole of our 
now that there can be such a thing as| ports is ridiculous and absurd. Well, 
contraband of war sent to a neutral | Sir, that is my reuson for saying that we 

rt. | need have no fear. 

Now I come to contraband of war. Now, I come to the question of prices. 
My hon. friend behind me suggests that | It is said that prices would rise. If I 
there will be great danger of corn, am right in my contention, and if it be 
England being at war, being declared true that the difficulty of getting corn 
contraband of war. But who is going for the British Isles in time of war would 
to declare it contraband of war? Do) not be insuperable or even very great, 
hon. Members and right hon. Members| then I say that prices would not rise 
Imagine that it is in the power of one| very high. Hon. Members who have 
belligerent to say it is contraband of | read the accounts of the blockading 
war whenever he chooses? ‘There is a|of the southern coasts of America 
settled practice in the prize-courts and | in the time of the civil war must be 
the law of nations, that no declaratiwn | aware that in spite of the stringency: 
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of that blockade, ships went in and out|asked for is an inquiry which is 
taking everything that the Southerner’s| always going on at the Admiralty, 
wanted even to ladies’ staysand bonnets—|and if the Admiralty have not 
[A Voice: At an increased price !|—no | satisfied themselves that they can 
matter at what price; they got there. | keep this country supplied with corn 
It is said the price of corn would rise in|in time of war, they ought to be 
an enormous manner. That does not only | taken out and beheaded on Tower Hill, 
occur in time of war. That eminent | Although I have not much confidence in 
operator, the brother-in-law of the Vice- | the Admiralty, I have confidence in them 
roy of India, I think, pretty well doubled | in this case, because, of all the problems 
the price of corn in a few days in a time | they have to solve, the easiest is that of 
of peaee. Therefore it is not only in| bringing corn to this country. In 
time of war that you have this incon- | order to prevent the importation of corn 
venience, it is in time of peace, and if | to this country, the whole of our coasts 
we can bear a rise in price in time of | would have to be closed by an enemy. I 
peace we can bear it in time of war. | hope more corn will be able to be grown 
My own opinion is that corn would | here, because I believe it is the best, and I 
come to us with so much ease and | always have my bread made out of English 
with so little extra risk that the rise | corn, but I do hope the House and the 
in price would not be very great ; but Government will not get into a panic 
even if the increase in price were as great | with regard to the supply of corn to this 
as that which Mr. Leiter produced, as | country, which I undertake to say will 
we could bear it under Leiter, so we never be seriously interfered with in time 
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could bear it under war. Then we are | 
told that we should encourage our | 
colonies in growing corn. But in sending | 
corn to us in time of war they would 
be open to the same risks as the foreigner, 
so there would be no advantage in that, 
and if there are these tremendous war 
risks in the supply of corn, to en- 
courage its growth in the colonies would 
be in some cases to lure the colonies on to 
their ruin. There is another point. If we 
are insecure as to the supply of corn 
from abroad in time of war, we are 
equally insecure as to the supply of raw 
material, and that is only next in im- 
portance to the supply of corn, because 
after you get the corn you must have 
the money to buy it with, and unless 
you have the raw material to make up 
and earn the money, you will not have | 
the money to buy the corn. Therefore 
I think the mover of this Amendment 
has failed in his duty, because he has 
only dealt with corn, and if he had been 
successful, and all the remedies advocated 
by him had been adopted, he would only 
secure the free importation of corn into a 
country where the poor would have no 
money to buy it—they having no raw 
material to make up and consequently no 
wages. 

Sir, I am impatient in this matter. 
This is a vote of want of  confi- 
dence not in the Government but 
in the Admiralty. This inquiry which is 





Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


of war. 

(7.26.) Mr. PURVIS (Peterborough): 
saidthe Amendment suggested an enquiry 
into the advisability of committing a cer- 
tain evil, in order to avoid a contingent 
and visionary evil. If there was any 
justification for the Amendment, it would 
be on the assumption of the right hon. 
Member for Sleaford, that this country was 
going to be at war with all the nations of 
the world for ever. This was a small 
country, and the question must be treated 
as one of food supply and not upon the as- 
sumption that we were going to beeternally 
at war. If we were going to warwith apar- 
ticular nation we should have to consider 
whether it was a European nation witha 
Fleet capable of meeting our own at sea. 
If the Amendment meant anything at all, 
it meant Protection and nothing less. The 
President of the Board of Trade had 
shown that it was nothing but a blow at 
thefree trade of thecountry. If there was 
Protection, why not protect cotton. We 
were all farmers ina sense, for although 
we did not all grow corn in order to buy 
bread, we had to manufacture cotton and 
other raw material. By this Motion, it 
was proposed to put obstacles in the way 
of free imports in order to benefit the 
English agriculturalist. But the sup 
porters of that proposal appeared to 
forget that if they interfered with im- 
ports they must also interfere with 
exports. The imports of a nation 
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balanced the exports, and the exports 
balanced the imports. England de- 
pended on her exports, and if the imports 
were once interfered with those exports 
would be interfered with, in like manner. 
Much had been said about our de- 
pendence on imported food in time of 
war. But what did we depend on in 
time of peace? Were we to judge 
our requirements by a perpetual state 
of war? Surely the Government 
did not take so pessimistic a view as that 
the whole machinery of the country 
was to be altered because we were 
supposed to be going to war with all the 
nations of the world for ever. It had 
also to be remembered that if trade were 
interfered with, capital would be driven 
away. After all, the safeguard of 
England in the future was the Navy. If 
an enemy broke through the Navy, these 


proposed stores would become the prey | 
and support of the enemy. To those | 


who agreed with his views he would 
say, “In vain is the net set in sight of 
the bird,” while to those who disagreed 
he would venture to suggest that we had 
better “choose the ills we have than fly to 
those we know not of.” 


(7.34.) Mr. DAVID MACIVER (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale): was understood to express 
his absolute agreement with the Amend- 
ment. The hon. Member for St. Helens 
had done a public service in calling atten- 
tion to the growing dependence of the 
country upon foreign nations for its food 
supplies. He regretted the terms in 
which the President of the Board of Trade 
had declined to grant the inquiry asked 
for. The right hon. Gentleman had said 
there was nothing to inquire about. If, 
however, such an inquiry was granted, 
it would probably be found there was a 
good deal to inquire about, that much 
which had been stated so confidently in 
the debate was wrong, and that a great 
deal might be done in the direction 
suggested. Because certain proposals 
‘such as that of national granaries did not 

Appeal to the House, it did not necessarily 
foliow that every proposal of the kind 
was wrong. Reference had been made 
to what the Navy would do, but he 
agreed with the view of the hon. Member 
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for Gateshead rather than with some of 
the glowing accounts of the action the 
Navy would take in the way of protect- 
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ing the food supplies of the country. 
Though thé hon. Member for St. 
Helens might not succeed on this 
occasion, his proposal would meet with 
a great deal of sympathy, not only in the 
House, but throughout the country. 
Many people felt there was a great 
national danger in the state of things to 
which the hon. Member had called atten- 
tion, and that there ought to be an 
inquiry. One reason why some people 
objected to an inquiry was that they 
feared the result would be unfavourable 
to what they regarded as the sacred 
principle of free trade. He believed 
that the great reason for the depopu- 


‘lation and many of the troubles of 


Ireland was to be found in the so-called 
free trade system. He hoped the hon. 
Member wouid keep pegging away until 
the inquiry for which he asked was 
granted. 


(7.40.) Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) 
said there was no question whatever 
that the system of free trade as at 
present practised was one of the main 
factors in the ruin of Ireland. In his 
opinion it was not free trade at all; it 
was merely a question of free imports. 
Free trade really meant a free inter- 
change of commodities between any two 
countries, but as practised, it meant 
that goods, with a few exceptions, were 
imported free of duty, while all articles 
going to other countries were severely 
taxed, and a war of Protection waged 
against them. A _ state of things 
peculiar to the three kingdoms was 
that agriculture was going to decay. 
That was a startling state of affairs. 
The so-called doctrine of free trade 
had rendered the cultivation of land 
unprofitable. 


*Mr. SPEAKER intimated that the 
hon, Member could not discuss the 
general question of free trade or 
protection. 


Mr. FIELD said it was free trade that 
made the country so dependent on 
foreign supplies, and that was the ques- 
tion before the House. But there was 
one point to which he desired to direct 
attention. He had on several occasions 
put questions to the President of the 
Board of Trade about the system in 
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existence on all the Corn Exchanges in 
Europe of buying ‘“‘ ccrn futures.” He 
could not understand why the Govern- 
ment of the country could not co-operate 
in this matter with other Governments, 
because the food supply was a very im- 


portant thing to all countries. They | 


had an important system of protecting 
their corn supply in New York, Berlin, 
Vienna, and other countries, and why 
should the producer of corn be left at 
the mercy of the corn gang. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 


hon. Member seems to be getting away | 


from the question of the provision of 
granaries. 


Mr. FIELD: in conclusion, said that, 
as far as granaries were concerned, it 
was not likely that there would be any 
started in Ireland, and therefore, he had 
no immediate interest in them. 


Mr. SETON-KARR said that after the 
discussion which had taken place, he 
would ask the leave of the House to 
allow him to withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question again proposed. 


ROYAL PATRIOTIC COMMISSION. 


(7.50.) Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) 
said that the Amendment which stood in 
his name dealt with a subject which he 
had frequently brought before the atten- 
tion of the House, but unfortunately, the 
Government had found no place for it in 
the King’s Speech. As the matter was 
urgent, he felt it his duty to press this 
matter seriously upon the attention of 
the House. There was nobody at present 
upon the Government Benches, and he 
wished to know from Mr. Speaker, 
whether he should go on discussing a 
very important matter of this kind 
without a single representative of the 
Government being present. He asked 
whether they were not entitled to have 
some representative of the Government | 
present to hea the debate and give some 
reply to it ? 


| 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR returned: 
to his seat. 
| 


Mr. KEARLEY: Am I to go on now$| 
Mr. Field. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, | 
will stay. 


Mr. KEARLEY said that the charge 
he had made during the last ten yearg 
was well known, and it had stood the 
test of two inquiries instituted by the 
Government. The Patriotic Commis. 
sioners had been heard in their own 
defence, and their policy had been con- 
demned, and what he was claiming 
now was, that the Government should 
give immediate effect to the finding of 
the Committee. The effect of the policy 
pursued by the Patriotic Commissioners 


had been that the Commission had lost 
public confidence and the people who 
were willing to subscribe money would 


not hand it over to the Commissioners in 
consequence. There had been as many 
as four inquiries instituted by the 
Government within the last six years. 
In} 1900, two years ago, he moved an 
Amendment calling attention to the 
administration to the Royal Patriotic 
Commission. Upon that occasion he 
received a great deal of sympathetic 
support from the opposite side of the 
House, and so much was this the case 


‘that many hon. Members came to him 


and said if he went to a division they 
would support him. The result was that 
the First Lord of the Treasury was sent 
for and with his usual diplomacy he 
smoothed matters down and agreed to 
appoint a Committee of which the present 
Master of the Rolls was Chairman. That 
Committee recorded the opinion that, un- 
less the Commissioners radically changed 
their administration, making it more 


businesslike and elastic, the public con- 


fidence, which had been shaken, would 


never be restored. This warning was 


altogether unheeded, and the Com- 


missioners pursued their old policy on 
the old lines so much that they 
thoroughly exasperated public opinion, 
and the demand came stronger tham 
ever from all parts of the country for 


' the abolition of the Commission. 


In 1901 he moved another Amend- 


| ment to the Address to the effect that 


the administration of the Royal Patriotic 
Commissioners in regard to the funds 
under their control had been such as to 
deprive widows and orphans of the 


benefits of the funds, to which they were: 


entitled, and asking that the Commission 
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should be dissolved. The Government | this matter, he felt that the question 
stopped him from moving that Amend-| was of pressing importance, that no 
ment by putting a notice on the paper | time should be lost in handing over a 
that they intended appointing a further | fund, not now efficiently administered, 


Conamittee. That Committee 


was |to bodies who would administer it 


appointed, and it differed from the other | properly. There was no impediment 
Committees because it was a Joint Com-/|in the way why the report should not 
mittee of both Houses. Once again the | be accepted. It had been accepted by 
Patriotic Commissioners were invited to | the country, and the Press of the whole 


attend before this Committee and state | nation had 


approved of it. The 


their case, and they were heard very | Chancellor of the Exchequer could not 
fully. The unanimous decision of that | put forward as an impediment that they 
Committee was that there was only one | were asking him to findanymoney. The 


course to adopt, and that was to dissolve 
the Royal Patriotic Commission and 
hand the funds over to two other bodies 
which would be likely to possess public 
confidence. But it was one thing to 
arrive at a verdict that a particular body 
should be abolished, and quite another 
thing to recommend how the abolition 
should take place. This Committee 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


needs arising out of the South African 
war had not been fully met. There were 


| over 3,000 widows and 4,845 orphans, 


and he could not say how many de- 
pendent relatives, who were not ade- 
quately provided for. The Government 
had spared no money, nor had they 
hesitated at any sacrifice to put the war 


| through. He was their supporter, more 


recommended a scheme whereby efficient | 
administration would be secured. It | 
-any money which they had demanded to 
carry the war to a vigorous conclusion. 


was proposed that there should be two 
new pension Boards upon which there 
should be a popular element. In 
handing over these funds to the new 
pension Boards they were handing 
them over to bodies which possessed 


machinery and _ experience which 
could be at once utilised, and) 
they were handing them _ over) 
to persons who had had to deal | 


with kindred work. The Committee 
suggested a Committee of seven 


Members, two representing the officials | 
and the remaining five to be popular 
| was more honour in giving than receiving. 
He hoped the Government would be able 
‘to give a definite assurance that they in- 


representatives, so that there should 
be always a preponderance of the 
popular element in the management 
of these two Boards. 
that the duty of these Boards should 


They laid down | 


be to actively co-operate with local | 
bodies which would from time to time | 

taking an interest in the various | 
war funds which would continue to be 


collected in time of war. 
justified him in moving his Amendment. 


That report. 


The right hon. Gentleman the First. 


Lord of the Treasury had already given | 


him an answer which might be con- 
sidered satisfactory. It might be felt 
that it was rather forcing matters to 
proceed with this Amendment. But, 


or less, in the war policy. He had not 
supported it all; but he had never denied 


The Government had been splendidly 
served by the bravest and most humane 
Army the world had ever seen. It was 
their duty to think of those who had 
been left behind by the men who had 
served them so well. The Government 
would incur guilt themselves if they did 
not relieve the House and those who 
administered the fund from the reproach 
of its administration, which was more: 
like a workhouse administration than 
that of a benevolent body, who felt there 


tended to accept the report of the Joint 


‘Committee, and to act upon it promptly. 


(8.5.) Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gates- 
head) in seconding the Amendment 
said he agreed with the hon. Member 
for Devonport with regard to the 
eleemosynary nature of the pension 
scheme of this country. Without going 
into the details of this matter he had 
come to the conclusion that the Patriotic 


Fund, Greenwich Hospital, and all the 
'so-called outside departments should be 
‘concentrated into one Government De- 


although he had the fullest possible | 
belief in the intention of the right 


hon. Gentleman to do something in | Hospital should be placed under the. 


partment. All the money of the Patriotic 
Fund and all the income of Greenwich 
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management of a pension bureau so that 
naval and military pensions should be 
granted to the relatives of those who were 
killed not only during “ warlike opera- 
tions,” but also while “‘on duty.” There 
never would be a satisfactory settlement 
until some such system was adopted. As 
showing the necessity for the change he 
proposed, he insta ced what happened in 
the case of the relatives of the men who 
were killed in the “Cobra” disaster. It 
was unjust that the widows of those men 


should only receive 3s. 6d. a week, while | 


the pension was 5s. for the widows of 
those killed in warlike operations. 


Amendment proposed, at the end of 
the Question, to add the words,— 


“But we humbly express our regret that 
there is no indication in Your Majesty’s 
Gracious Speech that any measure will be sub- 
mitted to Patlionent for the abolition of the 
Royal Patriotic Commission and the establish- 
ment of a Naval and Military Pension Board 
to administer the funds now vested in the 
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| partly subscribed by the taxpayers and 
partly subscribed by the public. The 
report of the Joint Committee appears to 
_ be accepted as a complete and satisfactory 
| report ; and, although it would be folly to 

pledge ourselves to act on every detail of 

that report, I can assure the hon. Gentle- 
man that the proposals which it will be 
our duty to make on this subject will 
follow the general lines laid down by the 
| very strong body of advisers who made 
| the report. 


| Mr. KEARLEY: Do you pledge your. 
| selves to abolish the Patriotic Fund ? 


| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think I inti- 
| mated tothe hon. Gentleman in my recent 
| answer that the recommendation would 
‘be certainly followed by the change he 
|indicates. I read out to him a com- 
/mun cation I was authorised to make 

by H.R.H. the Duke of Cambridge 
| who, after seeing the report and consid- 


Royal Patriotic Fund Commissioners and | ering all the circumstances of the case, 
others, as recommended unanimously in the | officially told me on behalf of himself and 


report of the Joint Select Committee of the | pig colleagues that the Royal Patriotic 
House of Lords and the House of Commons on Cc ae ld f 
Charitable Agencies for Relief of Widows | VO™Mmissioners wou not for a moment 


and Orphans of Soldiers and Sailors:”—(Mr. | think of allowing their charter to stand 
Kearley.) /in the way of any reforms which the 


ba : 'Government should desire. In these 
Question proposed, ‘“ that those words | cireumstances, I hope, without any 


be there added. 
(8.9.) THe FIRST LORD oF THE 
TREASURY (Mr. A. J.  Ba.rour, | 
‘Manchester, E.): Iam sure the hon. | 


Gentlemen opposite know already that | 


| 


the Government are in very hearty | 
sympathy with the general sentiment | 
which animated both their speeches. | 
In fact, I thought I had given to the | 
hon. Gentleman the mover of the| 
Amendment an answer which would have 
given him a great deal of satisfaction, | 
interested as he is in this work ; for ] am | 
conscious that he has done a great deal | 
towards calling public attention to the | 
needs of our soldiers and sailors and their | 
widows and orphans. Before coming to | 
the Patriotic Fund, may I say that the | 
Government is hardly opento the reproach | 
of having ignored the claims of the widows, | 
for we have for the first time in the history 
of the country given them the right to | 
a pension? But the Amendment does not | 
refer to the general system of Government | 
pensions. It refers rather to the organi- | 
sation of the system of distributing money | 


Mr. William Allan. 


| undue delay, we may be able to make a 
communication to the House. I am not 
sure what amount of legislation is re- 
quired ; but, at all events, I hope to 
acquaint the House with a scheme for 
carrying out in main outline the recom- 
mendations made by the Committee to 
which the hon. Gentleman refers. I 
hope that general indication of our in- 
tentions will be satisfactory both to the 
mover and seconder. 


Mr. KEARLEY : Speaking for myself 
I am perfectiy satisfied with the state 
ment of the First Lord of the Treasury, 
and with the permission of the House I 
will withdraw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn 


(8.18.) 


Main Question again proposed. 


MALTA—USE OF THE ENGLISH 
LANGUAGE. 


* (8.50.) Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): 
Mr. Speaker, the question I desire to 
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bring before the House to-night is not a | 
new one, for last July I had an oppor- 
tunity to direct attention to the position 
of affairs in Malta. At that time it 
seemed to me they were sufficiently 
gerious to demand the attention of the 
House, and if that was so then, the state 
of things now is doubly serious. A 
period of six months has elapsed since 
then and the situation instead of being 
better has become materially worse. 
As the House knows, the two questions 
which are very much to the fore at the 
present time are, first, the language 
question, and second, the imposition of 
fresh taxation, to which all the elected 
members of the Council of Malta have 
offered their strongest opposition. In 
addition to those two burning questions 
which have excjted a great deal of atten- 
tion in Malta for the last eighteen or 
twenty years, there had been a serious 
development during the last month. As 
we all know, Southern people such as 
the Maltese, are accustomed to express 
their views openly and to exercise 

litically the right of public meeting, 
ut at the end of last month, in conse- 
quence of the proportions which these 
movements had assumed, the Executive 
Government at Malta decided’ to 
proclaim a public meeting. That meet- 
ing was called together to discuss two 
perfectly legal questions—the discussion 
of which to my mind would not in any 
sense constitute this meeting an illegal 
one. We are accustomed in Ireland to 
meetings being proclaimed, but, so far as 
I know, this is the first time for many 
— that the right of public meeting in 
falta has been abrogated. There is 
another event which cannot be passed 
over in silence in connection with this 
Maltese question. It was only a few 
weeks ago that the Under Secretary of 
State for the Colonies, Lord Onslow, 
visited Malta, and instead of receiving and 
listening to a deputation from the elected 
members of the Council of Malta, a 
refusal to receive them was given by him, 
and the people of Malta were therefore 
unable to bring their views before a 
Member of the Government, who in con- 
junction with the Colonial Secretary is 
responsible for that state of things there. 
That is a very serious state of things 
when we consider that while the pe 


of Malta, who spoke through their elected 


representatives, were unable to lay 
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before Lord Onslow their views of the 
situation, there was nothing whatever 
to prevent the officials at Malta, who carry 
on the Government there, from putting 
their views before him ; and, further, that 
subsequently to his visit to Malta, Lord 
Onslow proceeded to Italy. One knows 
that the Italian people and Parliament 
had not been blind to the state of things at 
Malta, but on the contrary the grievances 
of these people had been listened to with 
great interest and sympathy. My 
contention is that the action of the 
Government in Malta in proclaiming the 
public meeting, and in the second place, 
af the Under Secretary for the Colonies 
refusing to listen to the deputation, con- 
stitutes in itself a new feature in this 
old question of the Maltese language. 
There is one topic which I should 
not have wished to bring forward in 
this connection, but the documents 
which have been published in the 
English Press, and which must be known 
to many hon. Members, make it necessary 
to refer toit. Itis the religious aspect of 
the question. I think it will be agreed, 
that, on the whole, the British Govern- 
ment has treated well the Catholic 
clergy in the Island of Malta, and I look 
upon it as one of the great signs of the 
strength ofthe Maltese position at present, 
that now, after waiting for a couple of 
years, during which the Maltese people and 
their clergy hoped the representations 
of their elected members would be suf- 
ficient, the clergy and the Archbishop of 
Malta have come forward. 


the King’s Speech. 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present; House 
counted, and, forty Members being 
found present—— 


* Mr. BOLAND: The words of the 
petition which was drawn up for presenta- 
tion to the King on December 26th last 
year were— 


““The Archbishop of Malta, and the Chapter 
of this Cathedral Church, find it necessary, in 
the present political emergencies, to address 
themselves reverently to the august Throne of 
Your Majesty, in order to raise their voice 
against the substitution of English for the 
Italian language, which is indispensable in 
these Islands and strictly bound up with 
the social and individual interest of the 
Maltese. ... .” 
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I read that to show that any sugges-| should have the merit of being absolutely 
tion that may have been made in the | soundand fair. I do not intend to enlarge 
past to the effect that the Maltese clergy | at any great length on the legal aspect of 
were not in sympathy with the move- this language ordinance. It has been said 
ment of the people of Malta is not based over and over again, that the agitation for 
on fact, because here we have the Arch- the maintenance of the Italian language 
bishop speaking for all the clergy in in Malta is caused by lawyers and other 
Malta, coming forward with this | professional men to whom Italian would 
opinion, and I would remind the House | be an advantage. That is not altogether 
that the fact that they have come a fair contention. Behind the substitu- 
forward in this manner shows that the | tion of English for Italian in the Courts 
language question is strongly bound up of Law, the people are faced with the 
with the religious susceptibilities of the prospect of the incursion of English bar- 
people. A very important aspect of this risters and others, and the speaking of 
language question is this It has been English in the Courts of Law will inevit- 
said, and the Colonial Secretary last | ably have an effect on the judicial systems 
season brought forward statistics to ofthe country. Canon law is the founda- 
prove, that the people themselves tion of the law in Malta, and I can clearly 
elected for the English language in | 8e¢ that if this language ordinance is per- 
preference to Italian. My contention 98ted in, in a few years there will inevit- 
is that a fair choice was not offered to ably be a demand from this country that 


the people of Malta. A language 
ordinance was brought in in 1899, 
under which, at the end of 15 years, the | 
English language was to be substituted 
for the Italian language in the Courts of 
Law. The very issuing of that ordinance | 
was in itself a coercive measure, and it 


naturally had a reflex action on the | 
minds of parents when they were asked 
to choose between the two languages. 
The very fact that English was to be 
substituted for Italian made it necessary 
for those parents who looked to the future 
education of their children to choose the 


English language. In my opinion, there- 
fore,the House should not readily judge 
the matter on any such statistics It! 
must also be remembered that that. 
language ordinance, applying to the'| 
Courts, necessarily had an etfect on the | 
future education and future prospects of 

the Maltese people, and they were not, 

therefore, in a position to judge impar- 

tially the question put before them. 

There is another reason why these 
people had not a free choice. The Govern- 
ment refused to accede to the very 
natural and, to my mind, fair request 
unanimously made by the elected Mem- 
bers of the Council, that when any inquiry | 
of this sort was made, at least one Member | 
of the Council should be present to see 
that no coercion was employed, that 
arguments were not put forward to 
influence unduly the parents in their | 
decision— with the view, in fact, that any | 
statistics that might be brought, forward 


Mr. Boland. 


the Englishsystem of law should be sub- 
stituted for the canon law. ‘The mere 
contention that this is the cry of a few 
interested persons is not sufficient to 
dispose of the claim which the people 
have put forward. 

The Maltese people, I think it will be 
admitted, have always been loyal to the 
British Crown. I do not lay so much 
stress on that; [ am more concerned in 
seeing a subject people maintaining their 
own language, and the language, which, 
after all, is best suited to their traditions 
and origin. I make the statement roerely 


to prove that any action on the part of 


the Government which may have the 
effect of undermining that loyalty, is one 
which should not commend itself to any 
British Member of this House. I do not 
adopt the attitude that because a small 
people were disloyal, I should take up 
their cry merely with a view to increas- 
ing that disloyalty. I speak without 
any such arriére pensée. My object is 
to show that the Maltese people have a 
perfect right to maintain their owp 
language, and my sympathy goes out to 
them as one who, in his own country, has. 
felt what it is to be deprived of a national 
language. In all the speeches which 
have been delivered in Malta, with per- 
haps one or two small exceptions, I fail 
to find that the speakers have any 
objection to the use of English. They 
say that they would like their children 
to know English, because it will be use 
ful to them ; but they prefer that in the 
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first instance they should have Italian as | with the proclamation of public meetings, 
their own language, and that English | and having gone from that to representa- 
should be used for the necessary com- | tions in the theatre, we shall soon be 
mercial purposes. | faced with the stoppage of all meetings, 
The necessity of Italian being main- | even in private halls. 
tained in Malta is not merely senti-| These three things are,to my mind, 
mental; it is also economic. Situated | sufficient to warrant me in bringing 
as Malta is, with Italy close to it, carry- | forward this Amendment to the Address. 
ing on trade with Sicily, Greece, and | I have not gone into the historical facte 
Tunis—where, after all, a great deal of connected with the matter, because they 
Italian is spoken—it is necessary, for the are fresh in the minds of the House; 
commercial prosperity of Malta, that they were dealt with by me so recently 


Italian should be maintained as the But we have this plainly 
| before us, and the House of Commons 
‘should bear it in mind. First of all, a 
language ordinance has been put upon 
| the people against the unanimous wish 
of the elected Members of the Council. 
\Every Member of the Council has 
been returned on the understanding 
‘that he will support the keeping 
‘up of the Italian language. If the 
/Government has any desire to test 
the real feeling of the people, they 
'have only to dissolve the Council, and 
order a new election. They will then 
see for themselves that the opinion of 
the Maltese on this question is as 


language of the island. Let the children 
be taught English as an extra ac- 
complishment, but do not adopt any 
measures which will have the effect of 
driving Italian out. 

I have now to refer to one of the most 
important developments of this question. 
In Malta the national sentiment has been 
growing, in proportion as the Govern- 
ment has been trying to drive it out by 
the substitution of the English language. 
Lately a national hymn was composed. 
The principal theatre in Malta was taken 
by the promoters of the movement for the 
production of this national hymn. The | 


as last July. 


production was to take place on January absolutely sound and lasting as it was 
7th. On January 4th a letter was sent | two years ago, when the elected Members 
by Sir Gerald Strickland, Secretary to ‘of the Council were returned. You 
the Government, not to the promoters, | cannot find anywhere in the British 
but to the manager of the theatre. Empire a state of things like this. 
In the face of that letter, the manager | You have had three Orders in Council 
decided he ought to close the theatre. | passed during the last couple of years 
The promoters thereupon took action absolutely against the wishes of the 
against the manager. Judgment was | elected Members of the Council. You 
given against the manager of the theatre, | have had the stopping of public meet- 
and the rehearsals immediately proceeded. ings in Malta, and, in addition to the 
But on January 6th a public proclama- | revolt of the people, you have had the 
tion was made, and posted on the doors | clergy headed by the Archbishop of 
of the theatre to the effect that, for| Malta, presenting a petition to the 
reasons of ‘public order, the theatre was King asking that this question may 
to be closed on the following day. This |be looked into, and asking also that 
may seem a small thing in itself, but to | this iniquitous ordinance changing the 
my mind it is one of the most curious language, which is to be used in the law 
proceedings that have up till now dis- | courts, should be abolished. You have 
tinguished the Executive Government in | all these things happening before your 





Malta. It was not sufficient that a 
public meeting, at which these public | 
matters were to be discussed should be 
proclaimed on December 21st, but the 
natural desire of the people to celebrate 
their nationality by producing a play— 
just as might be done in any theatre in 
England, Wales, or Ireland—has been 
stopped by a proclamation of the Govern- 


eyes and nothing has been done to 
meet the wishes of the people. 

I think I have shown that the state of 
affairs in Malta has gone from bad to 
worse since this question was brought 
before the House last July. The fact 
that the archbishop and clergy are 
taking part in the movement is im- 
portant. They have failed to obtain 
Justice through the ordinary methods of 





ment, and I daresay that, having started 











i with the Government. 
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speaking through their elected boards 
and councils, and like men of true 
national feeling they have now decided 
to make their voices heard. They kept 
out of it at first because they hoped for 
better things, and because they thought 
that the British Government looked upon 
Malta as a loyal colony. They now find 
that the voice of the people and the clergy 
speaking in the ordinary constitutional 
way has been set aside and they have 
now joined the movement. I would 
warn the Colonial Secretary that the last 
thing he should do in any part of the 
British Empire is to introduce anything 
like a spark of religious animosity. 
This has not been done before in Malta, 
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and I think the Archbishop and the | 


clergy have in the past always got on well 
Behind _ this 
natural desire of the people to see the 
language which has been thelanguage of 
its culture and literature for generations 
and for centuries maintained, I fear there 


i is evidence in this ordinance which has 
| been promulgated by the Colonial Office, 


of an attempt to anglicize the Maltese 
people, which is bound to fail. Only the 
other day Lord Curzon pointed out that 


| he would like to see India developed on 


national lines, and he further stated that 
in his opinion any attempt to make 
Indians become Englishmen would prove 
a failure. Therefore I hope you will not 
make such an attempt in Malta but will 
allow the people to grow up freely in the 
language of their forefathers and continue 
on national lines, and any attempt such | 
as is being made by these ordinances, | 
will, in my opinion, be an absolute failure, 

and, in the history of England in con- | 
nection with this Colony, will prove a 
lasting disgrace. I beg to move this 
Amendment. 


CAPTAIN DONELAN (Cork, E) 
formally seconded the Amendment. 


§ Amendment proposed, at the end of 
the Question, to add the words— | 


“ But we humbly represent to Your Majesty | 
that the people of Malta have been restrained 
from exercising the right to hold public meet- 
ings, in which the proposed substitution of Eng- 
lish for the Italian language in the Law Courts 
after a specified term of years and the increase 
of taxation were to be discussed ; and r+present | 
to Your Majesty that the abrogation of the | 
aforesaid ordinance and the restoration of com- | 
plete civic rights are essential to the re-estab- | 


} Mr. Boland, 
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lishment of the peaceful conditions former} 
existing in that portion of Your Majesty's 
dominions.” —(Mr. Boland.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there added.” 


(9.18.) Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN 
(Kent, Tunbridge Wells) : I desire to ask 
the leave of the House to say a few words 
upon this question, because I believe 
that I am about the only hon. Member 
of this House who has lately spent any 
considerable time in Malta. I wag 
quartered there for nearly a year at the 
beginning of the present war, and 
though I went out there to serve as a 
soldier I could not forget that I was a 
politician, and the political situation 
there interested me very keenly. I was 
rather surprised to see an attempt made 
by the very small oligarchy in Malta to. 
set up something like the methods of 
the Nationalist agitation in Ireland or 


the Boer oligarchy in the Transvaal. It 


must be admitted that the hon. Member 
opposite, whether we agree with him or 
not, has made a very temperate speech, 
and he has endeavoured to prove to us 
that a most diabolical attempt is being 
made by the Colonial Secretary to sup- 
press the language of Malta. I venture 


| to say that if the hon. Gentleman knew 


Malta as I do, and as anybody who has 
been there knows it, he would see that 
there has been no attempt to suppress any 
language in Malta, and the only language 
which has been affected at all is not the 
language of the Maltese people. There 
has been a certain change made with 
reference to the Italian language, but 
Italian is no more the language of Malta 
than the Irish language is the language 
spoken by hon. Members opposite from 


Ireland. I believe there is only one 


hon. Member among the Nationalist 


| Members who speaks the Irish language, 
and I think there is about the same pro- 
portion of the people of Malta who 


speak Italian. 


* Mr. BOLAND said that he knew that 


‘the ordinary language of the Maltese 


was the Maltese dialect ; but Italian was 
the literary language of the country, and 
as such it was certainly in a_ better 


| position than the English language at 


the present day. 
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Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN; Italian in the law courts is to be conducted in 
is the language spoken by a close corpora- | a language which is not the language of 
tion consisting principally of lawyers who | the people, it ought to be English and 
are anxious that the English language not Italian. The hon. Member tried to 
should not be introduced lest English | represent that the opponents of this 
barristers might go over to Maltaandtake | are the Maltese people. The opponents 
away from them the work of the courts. | are not the Maltese people at all. The 
Italian is not the literary language of the | opponents area narrow clique of Italian 
island in any sense. |lawyers who are afraid that their 

| work in the courts will be taken away. 

*Mr. BOLAND: Are there any news- | They want to keep up a close oligarchy 
papers published in Maltese ? | to control the courts, and they are 

| afraid that if English is made the language 

Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN: Cer-| of the courts they will not be able to 
tainly there are ; and when the agitators monopolise all the business as they 
urge the people of Malta to preserve the have done up to the present time. [ 
Italian language they address them in am not surprised that these people are 
Maltese, for the simple reason that the fighting for their own interest, but 
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people who attend the meetings, principal. | 
ly because they regard the meetings as a | 
huge joke, do not understand any lan- | 
guage but Maltese. It is a grotesque | 
perversion to represent what has been | 
done as the suppression of a national | 
language. Maltese is the language of the 
bulk of the people of Malta. Certain | 
classes have for generations affected the | 
Italian, which is the language employed | 
in the courts. This has led to a state of 
things without parallel in any colony 
under the sun. A short time ago a/| 
British subject could be haled before a | 
Maltese Court and tried in a language | 
which he does not understand without 
having any redress. A British officer 
was actually committed for contempt of 
court because he refused to sign a depo- 
sition in Italian which he did not under- 
stand. Could a more monstrous thing | 
happen in a British colony? The atten- 
tion of the Colonial Secretary having 
been called to this, three principles were 
laid down in regard to the language 
question. It was enacted that, wherever 
a British subject was concerned the pro- 
ceedings should be conducted in English 
or through an interpreter. Often I have 
had to attend court in the case of one of 
my men; and how could I have seen 
that justice was being done if the 
proceedings had been conducted in a 
language which I did not understand ? 
Secondly, it was enacted by an Order 
in Council that after 15 years English 
should be substituted for Italian as 
the language of the law courts. I 
say that is right and proper and 
perfectly reasonable, but if the business 


| 








they are merely a small oligarchy, 

The methods of the small oligarchy who 
are conducting this agitation are peculiar. 
They circulate the most extraordinary 
stories ; they say we are going to force: 
the people to learn English in order that 
we may press their sons into going to 
the war in South Africa, and in order 
that their women may be forced out to 
South Africa as washerwomen to the 
British Army. These are sentiments 
worthy of hon. Members opposite. What 
are the facts? There has been no forcing 
whatever. Up to two years in the 
schools only Maltese is taught, and 
through the medium of Maltese other 
subjects are taught. After two yoars 
the parents are allowed to choose whether 
their children should learn Italian or 
English ; and the result is that 82 per 
cent. of the parents have chosen English, 
and only about 18 per cent. have chosen 
Italian. It is perfectly clear that when 
the 15 years have elapsed the great bulk 
of the population will know English, and 
a very small proportion of the popula- 


| tion will know Italian. That is a very 


strong reason why we should persevere 
in the policy which my right hon. friend 
has laid down. Of course, we have this 
agitation. We have had meetings ad- 
dressed in Maltese, and we have had the 
refusal on the part of the elected repre- 
sentatives of the people to carry on the 
government. They have refused Supplies, 
and endeavoured to stop public improve- 
ments. In consequence of their action, 
the Colonial Secretary and the Governor 
of Malta have been obliged to fall back 
on the power which belongs to the Consti- 
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tution of Malta, as passed in 1887, to 
impose the necessary taxation for those 
improvements. In view of the fact that 
Malta is a fortress and one of the keys of 
the Empire, we have given an unduly 
liberal Constitution to Malta; and they 
have made very bad use of it. There is 
a population of about 180,000 in Malta, 
but there are only 10,000 electors, and 
at the last election only a few hundreds 
of the electors took the trouble to vote. 
Therefore this agitation really represents 
the views of fewer people than are actually 
in the British Army and Navy who spend 
so much of their time at Malta. In my 
opinion the Governor of Malta and the 
Colonial Secretary have adopted the only 
possible course open tothem. For these 
reasons I support the policy of my right 
hon. friend, which is the only policy which 
is calculated both to defend the interests 
of the Empire, and, in the long run, really 
to benefit the Maltese people. 


(9.40.) Str FORTESCUE FLAN- 
NERY (Yorkshire, Shipley): [ am sure 
the House will recognise that nothing 
could be in greater contrast to the 
type of oratory occasionally indulged 
in by hon. Members on the benches 
opposite, than the literary words and 
the cultured and felicitous expressions 
of the hon. Member for South Kerry. 
But the hon. Gentleman has based his 
statement on an entire misapprehen- 
sion. He seems to believe that the 
Italian language is spoken by the people 
of Malta, and that it is in some ways 
indigenous to them. The fact is, that 
never since the days of the Roman 
Empire has the Island of Malta been 
any part of the Italian Kingdom, nor 
in any way associated with the Italian’ 
people. The language which is spoken | 
is a bastard Arabic, which has gradu- 
ally evolved from the people who) 
migrated from Africa, and who settled | 
many generations ago in Malta. It 
may be spoken of as a dialect, but it 
has no currency foutside of Malta, ex- 
cept in a few islands in the Levant. | 
It is true that there are some people in | 
Malta who speak Italian. It is true 


that those who are anxious for social 
distinction affect Italian, but I venture 
to say that that language has to-day no 
more real connection with the people of 
Malta and with their every day life than | 


Mr. Griffith Boscawen. 
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‘the English language has. Nay, I go 


further and I venture to say that the 
English language would be more gener- 
ally understood by the ordinary person 
you meet in the street than if you 
addressed him in the Italian tongue. In 
these circumstances what is the proposi- 
tion the hon. Member lays before the 
House. It is that in an English fortress, 
in a place for long under the rule of the 
British Crown, we should substitute for 
English as the official language, a lan- 
guage which is quite alien to the people 
simply because Italy is geographically 
near to Malta. I listened to the whole 
of the speech of the hon. Member, and | 
failed to find in it, with the exception of 
the reason of national feeling and 
sympathy, a single logical reason why 
Italian should be taken as the official 
language, I challenge the hon. Gentle- 
man to state one logical or useful reason, 
except the national feeling and sym- 
pathy of some of the people, why 
Italian should be used and why English 
should not be used. 


*Mr. BOLAND: I assume that the 
main question is very well understood. 
Italian has always been the language of 
literature in Malta until the English 
people took it under their protection. [ 
think it was in 1831 an ordinance which 
was sent out by the King was written in 
Italian. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY: It 
is a question of what is best for the 
people of Malta as part of the Empire. 
Is there any reason to show that it 
would benefit the people of Malta to 
have Italian superimposed on their own 
language instead of English? Not a 
single benefit would be conferred on 
any man, woman, or child in Malta if 
the Italian language were used in the 
courts. I think the hon. Gentleman 
has demonstrated to the House that he 
has nothing but the national feeling and 
sympathy which distinguishes Irishmen 
to bring forwardin favour of the Amend- 
ment he has brought before the House. 
On the other hand, what are the facts? 
The English language is the dominant 
language of the world, andin that great 
country of America you have the same 
language spoken by 70 millions of people. 
Everywhere you go throughout the 
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world English is the language of 
communication most generally under- 
stood. [I remember hearing an in- 
stance of this in China. Not long ago, 
somewhere near Shanghai, there was 
some difficulty amongst a company of 
Chinese in communicating with each 
otuer. Men from the northern pro- 
vinces have difficulty in making them- 
selves understood by men of the southern 
provinces. In this case communication 
was found to be impossible. A native 
of Shanghai was called in as an inter- 
preter, but he could not make himself 
comprehended. Then someone suggest- 
ed that pidgeon English should be 
tried. It was tried, and was understood 
at once by all the company. There is 
no language so universal as English ; 
and I ask the right hon. Gentleman if 
the interest of the rising generation of 
Malta is not a more practical con- 
sideration than anything pedantic or 
sentimental. They should be encour- 
aged, therefore, to learn English in 
addition to their own Arabic tongue. 
It is only decent, and right and proper, 
that the rising generation of Maltese 
should be taught the dominating and 
universal language of the world, instead 
of having superimposed on their own 
tongue a language which has no con- 
nection whatever with them. That is 
the system which the Colonial Secretary 
has initiated, and I say it is the duty of 
the House to to support the policy of 
the right hon. Gentleman, and reject 
the Amendment of the hon. Gentleman 


opposite. 


(9.48.) Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON 
(lower Hamlets, Poplar) : When we dis- 
cussed this question last year I found it 
necessary to take the view the right hon. 
Gentleman has adopted in regard to it, 
although I cannot say that I entirely 
agree with all the steps the right hon. | 
Gentleman has taken. I do not think | 
any one can complain of the tone or matter | 
ofthe speech of the hon. Member for South 
Kerry, and I think as a matter of courtesy | 
he ought to have a reply. It must be | 
recognised that the state of Malta at the | 
present moment is not so satisfactory as | 
it was before this question was raised in | 
the island. There have been meetings, 
agitations and tumults, and these show 
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in regard to this language question. The 


Colony of Malta two years ago had some 
representative element in its hybrid con- 
stitution, but now the representative 
system has ceased to exist, and the island 
is now governed by the Secretary of 
State for Colonies by Order in Council. 
I think the right hon. Gentleman might 
give the House the advantage of his views 
in regard to this matter, especially as we 
have not had any distinct information in 
the Blue Books for a considerable number 
of months. There is one point which the 
hon. Gentlemen raised on which I should 
like to have some information. The 
Colonial Secretary has stated more than 
once in despatches that an option was 
given to the parents that their children 
should be taught, after two or three years, 
Italian or English, and that while 98 per 
cent. had exercised the option in favour 
of English, the percentage had since been 
reduced to 78. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
Birmingham, W.): 98 per cent. was the 
highest, and 75 the lowest. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: At all 
events, it is between 70 and 80 per cent 
and I am very glad itis so. But has any 
pressure, direct or indirect, been put upon 
the parents to influence the choice! The 
whole point as to whether the option is 
satisfactory or not depends upon whether 
the option was a genuine or honest one. 


'I am not for a moment insinuating that 


such pressure has been put—I do not 
believe it has—on the people of Malta. 


(9.53.) Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I 
recognise with great satisfaction that the 
hon. Member for Poplar did on a previous 
occasion give me his approval and support, 
and I valued that very greatly, as I do on 


| the present occasion, because in all these 


matters it is desirable, if possible, to have 
a continuity of national policy in regard 
to our colonies. The fact that he is dis- 
posed to favour the policy I have had to 
pursue, and which I think he would have 
pursued had he been in my place, gives 
the hon. Member the right to call upon me 
to intervene inthis debate. When, how- 
ever, he goes on to suggest there was any 
want of courtesy to the hon. Member for 
South Kerry in my not rising at once, he 


that some public interest has been taken | is mistaken. I agree that the hon. Member 


— a 
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was perfectly justified in introducing 
this subject to the House, and he did so 
in terms of which I have no right to 
complain, but | am bound to say that, as 
all his statements had been so completely 
and categorically answered by my hon. 
friend the Member for Tunbridge Wells, 
I thought I would wait for some new 
view of the situation before | thought 
it my duty to present myself to the 
House. I desire, however, to have the 
opportunity of making a statement on 
this subject to the House, and I am 
really obliged to the hon. Member for 
South Kerry for giving me the oppor- 
tunity. It is not that in itself and in 
regard to its intrinsic merits it is a ques- 
tion of very serious importance ; but there 
are certain collateral issues and considera- 
tions connected with it which I think 
have been a good deal misunderstood, 
and in regard to which I am. very glad 
to have the opportunity of putting a 
full statement before the House. 

In the first place, let me dispose of 
some details in regard to which the hon. 
Member for South Kerry has been mis- 
informed, and in regard to which there 
have been grotesque exaggerations on the 
part of gentlemen who are known as the 
elected members of the Council of Malta. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): Who arethey ? (Cries of “ Order !”’) 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I hope the 
hon. Gentleman is not going to continue 
his interruptions. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL rose, and 


there were renewed cries of ‘‘ Order!” 


Mr. SPEAKER: The right hon. 


Gentleman is in possession of the House. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Of course, if 


he will not give way. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The first 
of these points is in regard to the 
question of public meeting. The 
hon. Member in his Amendment says 
“* the people of Malta have been restrained 
from exercising the right to hold public 
meetings.” Now that is an absolute mis- 
statement ; nothing of the kind has hap- 
pened. The people of Malta, who, as my 
hon. friend the Member for Tunbridge 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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Wells has said, are rather fond of demon. 


strations, have had ample opportunity 
of making them. Within the last few 
months a large meeting was held, and 
at other times the elected members have 
utterly failed to get an audience. On 
one occasion the principal meeting was 
held in a great open space within easy 
reach of the centre of the town, and there 
the elected members declared there were 
30.000 people present. But I happen to 
have seen a photograph of the meeting, 
and. having a large experience of these 
assemblies, [ am able to say the number 
would be about 5,000 ; still, a considerable 
number out of a population of 180,000, 
But I do not suppose the hon. Member is 
aware that, so far from the Executive 
interfering with these meetings—which 
are perfectly harmless in themselves, 
although occasionally some rather sedi- 
tious language is used at them—-so far are 
the Executive from interfering that they 
have given every assistance in their power. 
They ran on this occasion I have spoken 
of special trains from the country districts 
for the advantage of those who wished to 
attend the meeting ; and, contrary to the 
ordinary practice and arrangement of the 
line, they stopped every train at the 
station which happened to be nearest 
to the place of meeting. What 
has taken place and what is_ the 
foundation for what the hon. Member 
for South Kerry has said, is the fact: 
that a procession—it was not a public 
meeting but a procession—which was 
intended to pass through the narrow 
streets of Malta was prohibited on the 
ground that it would probably lead 
to serious accident and _ disturbance. 
And the prohibition took place, not by 
any new decision of the Executive Govern- 
ment, but in accordance with the ordi- 
nance or law—ordinance, I think— 
which was passed some years ago regu- 
lating such processions. That ordinance 
had been rendered necessary by some 
disturbance which had taken place; 
and if the hon. Member is acquainted 
with Malta, and has visited it as I have 
done, he will know that the streets are 
extremely narrow. They are crowded 
on days of féte like Sundays and similar 
days by the ordinary population, and 
the passing through such streets of 
political processions, accompanied by 
bands and flags and so on, would most 
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probably be a cause of considerable |in connection with this political agita- 
difficulty to the police authorities. I| tion was the destruction of a British 
think that, in these circumstances, | flag in front of the British Club in Malta. 
the Government were perfectly right | When I first heard of that insult to our 
in prohibiting the procession, although | national emblem, I made immediate 
they gave every assistance, and would | inquiries, and I learned that a few school- 
do so again, to anything in the nature} boys or youths from the University 
of a public meeting held in a place where | had bought the sort of flag which is 





ee a ae” Vee 


' Gentleman the member for Poplar said true, as the hon. Member for South 
7 that affairs were worse now than they Kerry said, that the Maltese have been 
, were, was it a year or two years ago? (a most loyal and law-abiding people. 
. |They boast of their loyalty They are 
7 Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I do not! proud of the fact that they were in- 
, know whether I said one year or two. _corporated in the British Empire at their 
5 | own request and not by conquest.. They 
; Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Well, at are proud of having fought with us for 
8 some previous time. | the rescue of their country from French 
j ‘rule; and they have, ever since, shown, 
q Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Since this | on every critical occasion, a great affection 
, ordinance was promulgated. |and regard for the connection. I would 
a give as two illustrations of that the fact 
i- Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I really | that a most admirable Militia regiment 
1s do not think so. I do not think they | has been formed in Malta with the full 
\- are as bad. The term “worse” is, | approval of the Maltese population, and 
D of course, comparative. We have been | that it forms at the present time a most 
e accustomed for a very long time to/|important unit in His Majesty’s Malta 
3 occasional friction in Malta as in other | military forces, and that, some time ago, 
d colonies. There has been some friction of | when all the Empire was moved at the 
re late; but it would be the greatest mis-| eceipt of the news of the relief of Lady- 
re take in the world to’ exaggerate that | smith, I believe that satisfactory event 
d friction, and when the hon. Gentleman | was nowhere received with greater en- 
ur talks, as I think he did, of riot, I can | thusiasm or with greater expressions of 
id only say that the term is absolutely in-| relief than it was in our small but most 
of appropriate. There has been nothing | interesting and most loyal colony of 
vy in the nature of riot in Malta. The | Malta. I am an Imperialist, and I desire, 
st. worst of the incidents which have occurred | therefore, that those feelings of affection: 








no danger to order could result. 

Then the hon. Gentleman went on to 
make much of the visit of my noble friend 
the Under Secretary for the Colonies, 
Lord Onslow, to Malta. I may inform | 
him that Lord Onslow went in pursuance | 
of an old engagement to an old friend. 
He went to pay a purely private visit | 
to the Governor of Malta, with whom 
he had been on terms of intimacy and 
friendship for many years, and, not 
being there in any official capacity, when 
the elective members tried to take advan- 
tage of his presence in order to send a 
deputation or present a petition, he 
requested that they should put their 
views in writing and promised, in that 
case, to convey them immediately to 
myself. He was perfectly right in doing 
that, and no discourtesy whatever was 
shown to the elective members when he 
took such a course. I think the hon. 


sold in the streets of London for a penny, 
|and which, I think, is a few inches in 


size, and had torn it up in one of the 
streets of Malta. It was, of course, a 
bit of play which I deprecate, but to 
which it would be perfectly ludicrous to 
attach the slightest political importance. 

I say, then, do not let us exaggerate. 


| We should make a great mistake if we 


exaggerated anything which has taken 
place in Malta. A certain difference of 
opinion has arisen between the elected 
members of the Council of Government 
and His Majesty’s Government ; but 
we should make a great mistake if we 
were led by a knowledge of that difference 
to impute to the general population of 
Malta anything in the nature of serious. 
discontent. On the other hand, I do not 
want to depreciate any dissatisfaction 
which may have arisen in any section 
of the Maltese population. It is perfectly 
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and loyalty wherever they exist should 
be cherished and not discouraged ; and 
if there is any discontent, even although 
it is based entirely upon a misunder- 
standing, still such discontent is to be 
deprecated, and it ought to be removed 
if by any action on our part we can 
remove it; and the grievance, even 
though it be only an imaginary grievance, 
ought to be treated by us with respect 
and in a conciliatory spirit. That is 
the spirit in which | approach the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member for South 
Kerry, and I am glad to say that his 
language makes it easy for me to do so. 

But, before I deal with the question to 
which he has principally devoted his 
attention, I think it is desirable to put 
before the House a brief statement of 
the general situation and of the past 
history of our connection with this 
colony. Why do we hold Malta? That 
is the first and essential point in any 
discussion of our relations with it. We 
hold Malta solely and entirely as a fortress 
essential to our position in the 
Mediterranean. We do not hold it for 
any pecuniary advantage ; quite the con- 
trary. The trade of Malta is, of course, a 
mere infinitesimal atom in the great ocean 
of British Imperial trade. What there 
is of it is chiefly done with Mediterranean 
States, and the direct, or even indirect, 
pecuniary advantage which we could 
possibly derive by possession of this 
island is really not worth taking into 
account. On the other hand, ever since 
we have held the island, and especially 
of late years, we have been pouring 
millions into it from the pockets of the 
British taxpayers, not, of course, specially 
intended for the advantage of the Maltese 
population, although it has materially 
improved their position, but in the general 
interests and for the benefit of the Empire, 
in order to make the fortress which we hold 
absolutely impregnable. Now, it being 
understood that we hold Malta not as we 
hold an ordinary colony, but as a fortress, 
the first condition which we have to bear 
in mind is the security of the Imperial 


interests which are connected with its | 
| office, and they are always endeavouring 


/to increase the political rights and privi- 
‘leges which are granted to them. I do 


possession. And, in addition to what I 
have said as to our strong sympathy 
with the Maltese, and our desire to secure 
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Government is a thing that cannot be 
tolerated on the face of it. If you are 
prepared to tolerate it, you must be pre- 
pared to give up your fortress. If you 
consider it essential to your security 
to hold your fortress, you must hold 
it under the usual conditions, and you 
cannot allow sedition to prevail within it, 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL rose to speak, 
and, amid cries of “ Order,” persisted in 
standing, although Mr. Chamberlain 
refused to give way. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 


right hon. Gentleman does not give way. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL resumed his 
seat, after several ineffective attempts 
to address the House. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I refuse to 
give way to the hon. Gentleman, and I 
object to interruptions which are not 
relevant, when I am making a serious 
statement. Sir, I am explaining to the 
House, the conditions, the necessary con- 
ditions, which every sensible man will 
admit, whatever his views may he, 
must be the conditions under which 
we hold a possession of this kind. It 
was a feeling of the importance of those 
conditions which led to a remark of the 
Duke of Wellington’s, which may well be 
quoted at the present time. He was 
asked at one period whether he would be 
willing to agree to a Constitution for 
Malta, and he said—I am not quoting his 
exact language, which was the language 
of the period—he said, “ To give a Con- 
stitution to Malta is absurd ; you might 
as well give a Constitution to a man-of- 
war!” There is no doubt whatever 
that there is a great deal of common sense 
in that remark, as there was, in fact, in 
all the remarks of the great Duke. But 
it will be readily understood that poli- 
ticians in Malta, just as one might say it 
would be probable of politicians elsewhere 
in similar circumstances, would not be 
likely to accept as final such a decision. 
They naturally strive to magnify their own 


their regard and affection, there is also | not blame them ; it is perfectly natural. 


this Imperial consideration—in a fortress | 


But here let me say, by way of paren- 


anything like open agitation against the | thesis, that it is an entire mistake to 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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suppose, as I think the hon. Member 
for South Kerry supposed, that the 


present irritation, or friction, is a new | 
' Malta with the greatest kindness, was a 


thing, or that it is due in any way tothe 


special and exceptional action of the 
present Colonial Secretary. That is not | 


the case at all; and if Members of the 


House have looked at the Papers which | 
‘land, or King Tom, as he was generally 


have frequently been presented they will 
nave seen that in many of the documents 


which have been presented, whether by | 


private individuals or by the elective 
Members or by any other representative 
authority in Malta, it is the invariable 
claim that they have been subjected 
to a century of oppression. Well, I 
cannot go back a century. 
responsible, at all events, for the early 


part of it, and although one makes_ 


allowances for what the hon. Member for 
South Kerry called the Southern tem- 
perament of the population, I think you 
must feel that that Southern tempera- 
ment has led them a little to exaggerate 
on the present occasion. At all events, 
if it be true, as they say, that there 
has been a century of oppression, and that 
the Maltese during the whole of that time 
have been subject to a tyrannical rule, 
that their life-blood has been drained— 


I am using the expression of these gentle- 


men—it is worth while for a moment to 


go back and see what the real circum- | 


stances are. The cession of Malta was 
confirmed in 1814. 
in 1800, as the Maltese themselves rightly 
boast, with the goodwill and authority 
of the Maltese themselves. 
the terms, then, which the Maltese made 
with Great Britain when they voluntarily 
entered the British Empire? They were 
not terms of surrender, it is perfectly true ; | 
we did not conquer the Maltese, we were | 
fighting side by side with them, but we 
were never fighting against them. It | 
was not a conquest, it was a cession by 
the representative authorities of the. 
Maltese. What terms did they make ? 
The Constitution, if, indeed, it can be | 
called a Constitution, which existed at the | 
time of the cession, and for a great number 
of years afterwards, was a purely auto- 
cratic Constitution. The Governor was | 


Imperial interests were concerned ; he 
was the Grand Elector, he was the repre- | 
sentative authority ; all laws were made | 
by him. And I have always understood | 
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It became British | 
allowed its incorporation in the British 
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‘that Sir Thomas Maitland, when he was 
| Governor of Malta, from 1813 to, I think, 


1824, and who is still remembered in 


very autocratic gentleman. He was, in 
fact, the best type of beneficent despot ; 
he had no idea of Constitution or of 
elective members ; and Sir Thomas Maite 


called would have been very much 
astonished indeed if he had been permitted 
to live to read the representations of the 
modern elected members. Now, from 
1800 to 1838, that is for thirty-eight 
years, the Constitution of Malta was 
absolutely autocratic ; there was no repre- 
sentation of any kind. Then in 1838 a 
representative element was introduced 
for the first time, but the representative 
element was not an elected element. The 
Council of Government then consisted of 
the Governor and six persons, all of whom 
were nominated by the Governor. Three 
of them were official members, three of 
them were unofficial members. These 
were the gentlemen who, up to 1849. 
made the laws of Malta. I am giving 
the House this short account of the 
history of the constitutional question in 
Malta because it is the custom, as I have 
said, of the elected members to represent 
that tyranny has been imposed upon 
them. On the contrary, the Constitu- 
tion, as settled between the representa- 
tives of those who conceded Malta, or 


Empire, was absolutely autocratic, and 
the constitutional changes which have 
been made since then have been in the 
direction of giving greater political rights 


-and larger political liberty. 


I come to 1849. Then, for the first 
time, at the instigation of the British 
Government, elected members were intro- 
duced. The Council of Government then 
consisted of the Governor and nine 
nominated, with eight elected, members. 


| But, it will be observed under this Con- 


stitution, as under the previous one, in 
the last resort the Governor, representing 
the Imperial authority, representing the 
security of the fortress and the interests 
of the Empire, was supreme. These 
elected gentlemen were called in to advise 
and assist him, but in the last resort the 
will of the Imperial Government prevailed. 
That went on till 1887. Now I call the 
attention of the hon. Member for South 
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Kerry to this fact, that for eighty-seven 
years the majority power was in the 
hands of the Governor, not in the hands 
of what are called the representatives of 
the people of Malta. How far they are 
representative I will deal with directly. 
But for eighty-seven years the majority 
was in the hands of the representatives 
of the Imperial Government, and accord- 
ingly the interests of the fortress were 
absolutely secure. I come to 1887, to 
modern times, only fifteen years ago, under 
a Conservative Government. In defer- 
ence to the wishes which were expressed 
by representatives, at all events, of a sec- 
tion of the Maltese population, for the first 
time in the history of Malta, a majority 
of the Council of Government was given to 
the elected members. The Council con- 
sisted, and consists still, of the Governor and 
six official members, and there are fourteen 
elected members. one of whom, | should 
say, has since disappeared owing to a 
change, which is a matter of detail. So 
that at the present moment the Council 
consists of the Governor, six official and 
thirteen unofficial members. ‘The conse- 
quence is that the control of the finances, 
and therefore the absolute control of the 
government of Malta, subject to one 
safety valve which was fortunately pro- 
vided, has been transferred from the 
Imperial Government, from the repre- 
sentatives of the Empire, to the elected 
members. What results from that ? Sup- 
pose the elected members chose to abuse 
their power. In that case the whole 
administration of Malta is at their merey. 
They could refuse every penny for every 
service in theisland ; and I need searceiy 
say that in those circumstances the posi- 
tion of the Imperial Government, as the 
sole trustees in that case of the interests 
of the Empire and of the maintenance of 
this great and most important fortress, 
would be one of the greatest embarrass- 
ment. But, as I have said, there was one 
safety valve. My noble predecessor, Lord 
Knutsford, who was officially responsible 
for this change, foresaw the possibility, 
although he did not anticipate the pro- 
bability, of such an abuse of the new 
powers which were being for the first time 
in the history of the fortress confided to 
the elected members ; and accordingly he 
laid great stress in his dispatches upon the 


"maintenance of the power to legislate over | 
‘ their heads, in case of necessity, by Order 


Mr. J. Chamberlain, 


{COMMONS} the King’s Speech. 1192 


in Council. If that power had not been 
reserved to us, long before now the affairs 
of Malta would undoubtedly have occupied 
the attention of this House, unless, 
indeed, we were prepared to abandon 
altogether our fortress there, and our 
authority in the island. Fortunately, 
however, as I say, legislation by Order in 
Council was expressly reserved. That is 
a safety valve; and, accordingly, if the 
powers of the elected members have 
been or are again abused in any way, the 
Imperial Government have it always in 
their power to legislate over their heads 
by means of this Order in Council. Now 
I think the House will feel with me that 
the Imperial Government were really 
extraordinarily sanguine and extraordi- 
narily generous when they gave these 
great powers to the elected members in 
a colony under such conditions as those 
which exist in Malta. But did that 
satisfy the Malta representatives? It 
did not satisfy the politicians, who 
naturally, in every country and under 
all circumstances, desire to magnify their 
own privileges and rights. Since [ 
myself have been in office I have had 
deputations and representations from the 
elected members claiming that they are 
still slaves—that is the actual word they 
use—and asking that a further extension 
of constitutional rights should be given 
to them, and that Malta should be made 
a self-governing colony. I would only 
say it is clear that it would be difficult 
to satisfy the full demands of the gentle- 
men who are dissatisfied with our recent 
proceedings. What has been the result, 
however, of the concession which was 
made in 1887% Since then there has 
been continual friction, not between the 
Imperial Government arid the people of 
Malta, but between the Imperial Govern- 
ment and the elected members. ‘Those 
who, like hon. gentlemen below the 
gangway, have probably not studied 
the details of this question, perhaps will 
not perceive that there is a distinction 
to be made to which I will direct their 
attention presently. For the moment, 
|I say that the irritation, or friction, or 
| whatever else you please to call it, has 
‘existed almost continuously between the 
elected members and the Imperial Gov- 
ernment not in the time of this Gov- 
ernment alone, but in the time of my 
predecesssor, and in fact ever since the 
| concession was made. The most serious 
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question, which, fortunately, is, for the 
time being, in abeyance, and I sincerely 
hope it may not again be raised in a way 
to create irritation. 


bd —a 
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question, let me tell the House what 
that question was. In Malta so anxious 
have we been to make every possible 
concession to the sentiments, the pre- 
judices, and above all to the religious 
beliefs of the people, that we have allowed 
institutions to remain which have not 


a, oi oe a aa a So . oe 


Catholic country in the world. As far 
as I know, there is no Catholic country 
in the world in which the institution 
of civil marriage has not been estab- 
lished ; but in Malta there is no institu- 
tion of civil marriage, and grievous 
difficulties, sometimes causing most serious 
friction, have arisen owing to the existence 
of a mixed population—Protestants and 
Catholics living side by side—and the 
mixed marriages which have taken place 
between them. Occasionally the result 
has been immorality. The difficulty of 
securing legitimate marriage has led to 
immorality. In other cases the difficulty 
has been got over by temporary’ expe- 
dients, by Governor’s licences, or other 
methods of that kind. But I must say 
that, if these questions are to be raised, 
this is one in which the concession made 
to Mattese feeling has been so great that 
: I can well conceive that the Government 
might be taken to task for not having 
dealt with the matter in a more satis- 
factory way—more in accordance with 
the precedents in other countries. 

But I said that I would draw the 
attention of the House to the distinction 
, between the elected members and the 
y population. This has already been done 
e by the hon. Member for Tunbridge ; 
1 but, if the House will allow me, I will 
! repeat the figures. The population of 
A Malta is 180,000. The franchise is con- 
. ceded to only 10,000—a ridiculous pro- 
, portion as compared with the proportion 
in this country, for instance, or in Ireland. 
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. Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON 
(Dundee): 10,000 electors ? 


y Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Out of a pop- 
e ulation of 180,000 there are 10,000 elec- 
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difficulty arose in regard to the marriage | 
it is also true that of these 10,000 electors 


- | 
As I have mentioned the marriage | ‘ 
because in many cases the elections have 


their parallel, I believe, in any other) 
| tative authority in the island, it is also 


tors. In this country or Ireland thenumber 
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the number of those who take the trouble 
to go to the poll in any election is really 
insignificant. It is impossible to make 
a general statement on the subject, 


not been disputed ; but wherever there 
has been a contested election the number 
of persons voting has borne only a very 
small proportion—a ridiculous proportion 
—to the number of electors. Conse- 
quently, although the elected members 
may fairly claim to be the only represen- 


possible for those who differ from their 
proceedings to say that, at all events, 
the vast majority of the population in 
the island do not take sufficient interest 
in their policy or their proceedings to 
vote. 

Another fact which has to be observed 
—although I do not want to attach too 
much importance to it—is that the more 
educated and intelligent part of the 
population in Malta, who have the 
largest stake in the country, do not take 
part in elections and cannot be induced 
to present themselves for election. I 
think that is a deplorable fact. When 
they are asked to do so, they object that 
the language of the local papers is so 
scurrilous and so personal that they 
are not prepared to face it. I do not 
think myself that that is any excuse. 
If members of this House were guided 
by similar considerations it would mean 
a clearance of these benches. I myself 
pointed out to distinguished and repre- 
sentative citizens of Malta that I thought 
it was their duty—a duty which they 
owed to the people of Malta—that they 
should, in spite of this severe and, I 
admit, scurrilous criticism, present them- 
selves for election, and thereby secure 
a better representation of the whole 
population. But the facts are the facts 
—they do not present themselves ; and 
accordingly a very large section, and 
a very important section, of the popula- 
tion is not represented by the so-called 
elected members. That is the state of 
the case so far as regards the Constitution. 

The immediate question with which 
we have to deal is the language question 
but, believe me, if we had not the language 
question to deal with, we should have the 
marriage question, the taxation question, 
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or some other question which would 
be raised, and upon which precisely the 


same issues would have to be decided. | 


But what does the House imagine the 
language question of Malta to be | Listen- 
ing to the hon. Gentleman the Member 
for South Kerry I should have supposed, 
if I had not known better, that Italian 
was the national language of Malta. In 
the explanation which he gave after- 
wards he said it was the language of 
culture in Malta: but in his original 
speech he spoke of it as the national lan- 
guage, and I should have supposed that 
the British Government at the present 
time were deliberately and against the 
wishes of the Maltese forcing upon them 
the English language in substitution for 
their own national language of Italian. 
There is not the slightest shadow of foun- 
dation for either of these statements. 
The language of Malta is not Italian ; 
the language of Malta is an Arabic patois, 
which is not a literary language, and 
which cannot. therefore, be adopted for 
literary purposes. There is no literature 
in the Maltese language. But the Italian 
language, which the hon. Gentleman 
represents as, if not the national language 
of the Maltese, at any rate the language 
of the cultured, is not understood by one 
in seven of the population of Malta. I 
believe I am understating the case. 
There are more people in Malta that 
speak and read English than speak 
and read Italian; and if, indeed, we 
are to distinguish between the national 
language and the language of the more 
highly educated classes, then I say un- 
doubtedly, on the figures in my possession, 
English more than Italian is the language 
to which we should give the preference. 
What are the figures? At the last 
census, including the garrison—and for 
the life of me I do not know why the 
garrison of Malta is to be excluded: 
when the garrison is there its members 
are subjected to Maltese laws, tried in 


Maltese courts, by Maltese judges, by | 


Maltese juries ; are they to be absolutely 
ignored in a British colony, and treated 
as though they did not form a part of 
the population ? Including the garrison, 
the population that spoke English was | 
43,000 against a population which spoke 
Italian of 23,000. But if you choose to | 
except from consideration all the troops, 
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ment employ, then the numbers would be 
19,000 speaking English, 21,000 speaking 
Italian. So that without taking into 
account a single person in Government 
employ you still have almost an equality 
between those who speak English and 
those who speak Italian, while if you 
include the troops in the island you have 
a majority of nearly two to one. 

Then we are told of the official language 
that it is Italian. The hon. Member for 
South Kerry repeated that statement, 
and he declared that the official language 
of the island of Malta had been Italian 
for centuries. Yes; no doubt the hon. 
Member got that statement from the 
information supplied to him, but that 
statement also is absolutely untrue. Any 
such assertion is historically inaccurate, 
If the hon. Member would only read the 
history of Malta, the history of the Knights 
of Malta, and its possession by Spain, 
he would find that his statement is 
without foundation. What are the facts 
of that matter? The official language 
of Malta during the time of the Knights 
of Malta was Latin, and Latin was actually 
in use in the Courts—in the decisions 
of the Courts—and in many of the deeds 
and documents registered in the Courts, 
down to 1815, fifteen years after the 
British occupation. The use of Italian 
is absolutely modern. It was found that 
Latin was becoming a too archaic lan- 
guage, so to speak, and it then became 
necessary to adopt a modern language. 
At that time Italian was the best known 
language in Malta, no doubt. There were 
those who spoke English, but there were 
more who spoke Italian. Accordingly, 
Italian was by universal consent ac- 
cepted as the official language of 
the island; but to say that there 
is any national sentiment connected 
with the use of IJtalian in Malta is to be 
false to the whole history of the island, 
Now, of late years, not only has the know- 
ledge of English increased, but the number 
of English visitors and English troops 
has also greatly increased, and the incon- 
venience of having a language which 
these English people were unable to under- 
stand became more and more manifest. 
At last it came to a head in what is known 
as the Hewson case. My hon. friend the 
Member for Tunbridge has dealt with 
that matter, but to make my case com- 


all the sailors, all the people in Govern- | plete I must repeat what he said. Colonel 
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Hewson was an English officer of the | Malta had the free option—there was no: 
garrison ; he was called as a witness in | compulsion of any kind—to elect whether 
the case before a Maltese tribunal. He he would wish his child taught, in addi- 
gave his evidence in English. When he tion to Maltese which was his natural 
had finished giving his evidence he was language, as a foreign language, English 
presented {hy one of the officials of the or Italian. He could make his choice ;. 
Court with the deposition in Italian. His | if he chose Italian he was perfectly free, 
evidence had been translated by the inter- and if he chose English he was free, too. 
reter. Ele was asked to sign the depo- Now, what was the result? The people 
sition. He did not understand Italian. of Malta were told, on the other side, 
but looking at the document, he thought that Italian was their natural language, 
from certain words he saw there that and all sorts of things were said to them 
the evidence had been incorrectly trans- about the Englishmen who were desper- 
lated. He therefore objected to sign this ately poor and who would flood this 
deposition written out in Italian. The delightful island of Malta, and would 
Judge told him that it was necessary take the bread out of the mouths of the 
under the law that he should sign, and Maltese. What was the result ? When 
that if he did not he would render himself the choice of the Maltese was free, when 
liable to imprisonment. He then offered they were not under the influence of 
to sign the deposition, attaching to his the agitation, 98 per cent. elected for the 
signature a declaration to the effect that | English language. Of course they did. 
he did so in the faith that the translation anglish 18 the great commercial language. 
was correct, but that he himself was un- It is a question of bread and butter. 
able to understand Italian. That offer 1¢ was to the interest of the people to 
was refused. He then finally declined to learn the language, which is in itself the 
sign a document that he did not under- passport to all the commerce — 
stand. And this officer, in a British world ; and it was on that ground, eo 
fortress, in a British colony, was actually ris — med : faltese Sa decid ea 
committed to gaol for three days for con- | rs cet age —— a 
tempt of Court by the Judge of the Court. | ‘ ee eee 
The sentence thus passed was not carried ee ee 
h troversial matters—but since the pressure 
into effect ; merey was extended to the began to be applied this 98 per cent. 
offender. The Governor's pardon was has fallen as low as 75 per cent. ; it is 
brought down, and the colonel was re-| now rising again; I believe it is 80 per cent. 
leased. Does any man imagine that any-| aig 
one standing in my place was going to} Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Will the 
submit to the possibility of a con- right hon. Gentleman give us some in- 
tinuance of such a state of things? We formation as to how this option is taken ? 
proposed various changes, but they were | 
rejected by the elected members. We then; fp J. CHAMBERLAIN: Free option 
carried those changes by Order in Council. | ill part ot in parents ‘ The fs 
In criminal cases, where the accused is @ have to declare their preference, and no 
“egg a that the raged ea pressure can be applied directly or in- 
be Engish. in civil eases, where | directly by the Government. If the hon. 
a Briton is a party, the judge, the jury- | Gentleman means, is it done by a written 
men, the counsel, the witnesses, or the | paper: 
parties may, if they like, use English. 
That is to say, it is optional to use English Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I ask for 
or Italian. I do not think that that is a | the actual way in which itis done. The 
change in the law stronger than the’ right hon. Gentleman says the option is 
circumstances required. Of course, cir-| given, and it is material to know exactly 
cumstances of this kind require a review how parents have an opportunity of 
of the whole situation, and, in connection | expressing their view. 
with that, [ had to consider the question 
of education in Malta. I determined to Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: If the hon. 
carry out a decision which had been in| Gentleman will put down a Question, I 
contemplation some time before; and will give him the necessary answer. I 
from that date, in 1899, every parent in| can assure the hon. Gentleman that 
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I have not the slightest doubt that the 
most absolute freedom of choice has pre- 
vailed except so far as it has been inter- 
fered with by certain sections of the popu- 
lation to whom I have already referred. 
And I say this—it is the first statement 
I make with regard to the future—at all 
hazards and against all opposition we are 
determined to observe this freedom of 
choice. For we will not at the dictation 
of a small minority take away from 80 
per cent. of the population of Malta their 
right to learn English and force upon 
them the necessity of learning a language 
which they do not wish to learn. So far 
with regard to education. But we have 
done more than that. The hon. Member 
for South Kerry said that we had made 
an ordinance providing that the English 
language should become the ofticial lan- 
guage fifteen years hence. 


Mr. BOLAND: The language of the 
Courts. 


Mr.J.CHAMBERLAIN: That isa mis- 
take. The period is eighteen years hence ; 
but that is not the main correction I have 
to make. No ordinance has been issued. 
No ordinance could be issued to pledge 
future Governments. All that has been 
done is to issue a proclamation declaring 
the intention of the Government at the 
time named to make English the oflicial 
language of the Courts. Permit me to 
say that this was really done purely as 
an act of kindness, and that affects very 
much my feeling with regard to its 
preservation. It was done for this reason 
alone, and it has no operative effect 
whatever. A mere proclamation declar- 
ing the intention of the present Govern- 
ment does not hind the successors of 
the present Government; it does not 
bind those who, long after I am dead 
and the present Government has dis- 
appeared, may be dealing with the situa- 
tion; but I may say myself that if at 
that time—some twenty years hence— 
it be found that what I anticipate has 
not taken place, and the vast majority 
of the population do not understand 
English at that time, but do understand 
Italian, no doubt my successors will con- 
tinue Italian as the official language of 
the Courts. They would only adopt 
English if they found that it was in the in- 
terest of the population. But my reason for 
issuing the proclamation was not to 
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declare in any authoritative way what 
the future hides in its lap, but to give 
warning to the people chiefly concerned, 
the officials connected with the Courts 
and all others, young men who may be 
studying or practising in the Courts, and 
so to enable them to prepare themselves 
for that eventuality. That is the whole 
object, and I attach no importance to it 
except as a warning given to the persons 
chiefly interested, and as of possible 
advantage to them. 


I shall come back to the proclamation 
directly, but, meanwhile, I wish the 
House to understand that the most 
recent features of the agitation have 
arisen from the action of the elected 
members since it was known that we 
intended to allow parents to have 
an option with regard to the second 
language their children should learn. 
After the issue of this proclamation 
expressing the intention with regard to 
a period nearly twenty years hence, 
what did the elected members do? They 
were entitled to make a protest, to have 
a debate and a division such as would 
have happened in this House. They 
would have been entitled to petition the 
King and this House and to have asked 
for the reconsideration of this condition of 
things. But that was not what they did. 
What they did was to abuse the authority 
we have given them under the Con- 
stitution of 1887 to deal with the 
Estimates. They refused a vast mass of 
Estimates presented absolutely in the 
interests of the people of Malta. Let me 
state to the House what happened. The 
Estimates presented were tor £623,000 
capital expenditure. All that would have 
to be provided for out of taxation would 
have been interest and sinking fund. 
What was it for? In the first place for 
new schools. Is that for the benefit of 
the English ? No; they are elementary 
schools entirely for the benefit of the 
Maltese population. There is no com- 
pulsory education in Malta ; but so eager 
are the people for education that the 
provision that had been made has proved 
insufficient and a considerable extension 
of the number of schools was required. 
In the next place, the money was wanted 
for the drainage of Malta. That was not 
only an Imperial necessity for the health of 
the garrison and naval forces, but a local 


necessity for the health of the Maltese 
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£11,000 from tobacco, and £7,500 
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people. Everybody knows of the Maltese | spirits. 
fever. It isa special form of fever which | from stamps, and that only leaves a small 
ties believe to be entirely | sum to come from other sources ; and 


medical authori 
the | the majority of that taxation, I should 


due to the state of the drainage, 
condition of the harbour, and other | say, under those three heads falls upon 
It is absolutely neces-| the British and European population 


sanitary defects. 
gary to remedy these defects ; and a sum 
of, I think, something over £300,000 was| 4, . ; 
required for this purpose. A leper asylum | , Now, Sir, what have the Maltese gained 
was required for women. The elected | @ the general situation ? Owing to our pre- 
members refused it. The general hospital sence there, owing to the vast amount of 
has been reported again and again as money we have spent upon naval and 
being in a terribly inefficient condition, military works, the rate of wages 11 Malta 
and it has become a matter of great im- has gone up immensely beyond the corre- 
eople of Malta to have a sponding rate of wages 1m other Mediter- 

ranean States, and the people of Malta are 


ortance for the p 
new hospital. That was rejected. Cer- ta ar 

much more prosperous than most of their 
neighbours. The taxation of Malta is 


tain repairs were wanted on the roads, 
only £1 7s. 6d. per head, which is less than 


partly for Imperial purposes, to render | 
them fit for the movement of artillery, ; 
that of any States m the neighbourhood, 


artly for the benefit of the country : th h 
people bringing their produce to market. while that of the United Kingdom 1s 
The electric lighting required extension. £4 13s. per head. I say the Maltese under 
That was refused. A breakwater was these circumstances have not much to 
required for the island of Gozo for the grumble at. But the condition of things 
benefit of the fishermen, to enable them caused by the action of the elected repre- 
to earn their livelihood, an improvement sentatives still continues. We put the 
such as 18 proposed sometimes by the | matter straight for the time by this Order 
Congested Districts Board in Ireland on in Council, which I have explained in 
the West Coast, and this was refused. detail. But since then they have recom- 
Those services which I have named account menced. They are rejecting Vote after 
for £600,000 out of the £623,000 that was Vote, and, of course, the whole of the 
asked for. Now the Government, having Administration is at their mercy. And, 
considered this state of things, decided Sir, the avowed determination of these 
that where purely local interests were gentlemen is to bring the Government of 
concerned we must, 80 long as there were Malta to a standstill. ‘They think in 
elected members, allow them to play ducks rejecting all the Estimates for carrying on 
and drakes with these interests of their the Government that we shall give way 
constituents. But wherever Imperial in- upon the language question or some other 
terests were concerned, or where there questions. Gir, we have got an easy 
were interests that so considerably | remedy. We have the old remedy. We 
affected the welfare of the population have the power of legislating by Order in 
that they became Imperial interests, We Council. which we shall use without the 
must interfere. Accordingly, we deter- slightest hesitation whenever it is neces- 
mined to impose taxation in order to| sary. But then, I think if we are to 0 
provide for the expenditure of £380,000— | on in this way, if year after year adminis- 
about two-thirds of the original expendi- | tration is to be put in a position of chaos 
ture. We have availed ourselves of the power and anarchy in Malta, or if, as an alterna- 
reserved to us by Order in Council, and | tive, we are to proceed by the arbitrary 
we have imposed the necessary taxation | act of Order in Council, it may be sai 
Je for these expenses. that that is an undignified proceeding, 


in order to provit 
The people of Malta, as represented by the | that it is making the Constitution which 


elected representatives, S2y that we are | we have conceded a farce. and that we had 
draining their life blood, that it is taken | better do without the Constitution at all. 
from them to enrich the English, and all | Now, Sir, I have dealt with this question 
sorts of southern exaggerations of that | for reasons which 1 have stated, and 
kind. Now, the taxation amounts t0| another reason which I have still to state 
‘£38,000 per annum. It is estimated that | at greater length than I should otherwise 
£17,000 of that will come from wine and | have thought the immediate necessity of 


and not upon the Maltese. 
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the case requires. 
House of what I have endeavoured to 
show. I have endeavoured to show 
that, so far from not having kept the 
terms to the Maltese people since the 
cession by them of their island to us, 
we have, on the contrary, gone far beyond 
the terms of the cession ; and there will 
be no objection on our part, if any such 
general desire were expressed, to 
back to the terms of the cession. I have 
endeavoured to show, in the second 
place, that as regards questions of lan- 
guage, while we decline to force the 
Italian language on a majority of at 
least four-fifths who do not desire to 
learn it, we do intend to preserve an 
absoluiely free choice, so that if opinion 
should change in Malta the system 
will change with it, and there will be 
at all times an automatic power on the 
part of the whole of the Maltese population 
to have either English or Italian as they 
prefer. [A Voice: Why not both ?] 
Why not both ? The hon. Gentleman 
asks a question to which there is a very 
easy answer. Because all the experts in 
education say that any attempt to teach 
very young children two languages 
besides their own results in their learning 
neither; and if you want a_ perfect 
acquaintance with a language it must 
be a single language in an early period 
of their career. There is, of course, 
nothing to prevent them when they 
go to the University from adding to 
their knowledge of Maltese as many 
other languages as they think fit. In 
the third place, if complaint is made 
ef our taxation, I have endeavoured 
to prove that this taxation is absolutely 
necessary for the security and welfare 
of the fortress and the garrison as well 
as for the benefit of the people of Malta, 
that it is largely paid out of the pockets 
of the wealthy, or comparatively wealthy, 
European and British population, and 
that it is expended for the benefit of 
the majority, who have profited from 
it in other ways, and who have also 
benefitted in the most material way 
from the British occupation. 

There is one consideration collateral to 
those I have dealt with which I regard as 
of very considerable importance. There 
is no doubt that the action which we have 
taken—which, I believe, has been alto- 
gether misunderstood—has caused some 
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pain and, perhaps, some apprehension in 
Italy. If that be the case, I deeply regret 
it, and, on behalf of the Government, I will 
do everything in my power to remove any 
such feeling. A good feeling between 
Italy and this country is, I think, for both 
peoples a national asset. We, | am sure, 
sympathise with the Italian people in their 
great struggle for unity and in the splen- 
did efforts which, through many vicissi- 
tudes, they have made to mainta‘n that 
unity. Our relations with Italy have 
always been friendly. Our interests and 
theirs are in many cases, and especially in 
the Mediterranean, mutual interests. Our 
soldiers have fought side by side with 
theirs. It would be deplorable if any 
misapprehension were to alter or to 
diminish in any way the sympathies wh‘ch 
have existed, and which, I hope, may long 
continue to exist, between the two nations, 
I believe that any feeling which prevails 
in Italy, and which exists, no doubt,espe- 
cially among the cultivated and governing 
classes, is a feeling of sentiment. I do 
not think it is pretended on their behalf 
that they have any substantial grievance, 
least of all any right of interference. But 
these educated classes are proud, and 
justly proud, of one of the most beautiful 
and classic languages in the world : and it 
is to them a subject of pain that anything 
should be done which seems to place it 
in a subordinate position, or—as_ they 
have been led to believe, although en- 
tirely inaccurately—which would proscribe 
it ; and, accordingly, this feeling in thier 
case does not, I believe, extend for one 
moment to what I have expressed as the 
objects or the policy of His Majesty's 
Government—namely, to secure to the 
population of Malta what is their 
clear, undoubted right, an option as 
to the education to be given to 
their children. What the Italians 
have objected to is the proclamation 
to which I have already referred, the 
object of which I have explained, and the 
eflect of which I believe has been alto- 
gether exaggerated in Italy. But I do 
not want any kind of misunderstanding to 
remain in Italy ; and, therefore, if I could 
believe that by the offer of a compromise 
in this matter I could remove any feeling 
which exists among our good allies, the 
Italians, and if I couid, at the same time, 
remove any feeling of a similar character 
which may exist among persons in Malta 
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to whom the Italian language is the 
eurrent channel of expression, then I say 
without hesitation 1 would formally 
withdraw this proclamation. I would 
withdraw it at once without any con- 


future. If, as I have said, the future 
should show that the vast majority of the 
people of Ma!ta should in twenty years 


understand English and not understand | 


Italian, I imagine it would be absurd 
that proceedings in the Courts should be 
conducted in what to the people of Malta 
would be a foreign tongue. But I may 
be mistaken in my prediction or anti- 
cipation, and in that case neither 1 nor 
any one else would wish that the terms 
of the proclamation should be strictly 
observed. ‘Therefore I say that I am 
perfectly ready to withdraw the procla- 
mation of which the hon. Member for 
South Kerry atid others have complained. 

I think that this is, at all events, a 
considerable concession. I hope it will 
be recognised as such by the clected 
members as well as by other persons to 
whom I have referred. I hope they will 
now look at this question of taxation as 
we should expect them to do in ordinary 
times. I do not for one moment deny 
their right to criticise the proposals of the 
Government, and to oppose them in the 
last resort; but to refuse absolutely 
necessary Votes of money for purposes 
trom which their own constituents would 
derive the very greatest benefit in order 
to defeat the decision of the Government 
in regard to some other question is really 
not in accSrdance with a Parliamentary 
Constitution, and I earnestly trust that 
that course of action will be abandoned. 


It is not to be contemplated that the | 


state of things which we all regret and 
which exists at the present time should 
continue. The elected members them- 
selves will be ready to admit that. They 
cannot expect the Government respon- 


sible for this great Imperial fortress to | 
allow this childish game to proceed, | 


and it would be clearly the duty of any 
Government under these circumstances 


to preserve the great Imperial interests | 


in their keeping either by going back 
to the Constitution before 1887 or by 
such a modification of that Constitution 
as may be necessary to give the Govern- 
ment a controlling voice in the adminis- 
tration. I make no threat—I have 
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endeavoured to treat the question in a 
conciliatory way. I hope that no drastic 
measures muy be necessary, and that 
the elected members and all concerned 
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| will meet me in the same spirit in which 
dition, perfectly willing to trust to the) 


I have endeavoured to meet them, and 
that nothing may oecur in the future 
to disturb the good relations which have 
existed, I am glad to say, during 100 
years between the population of Malta 
and his Majesty’s Government. 


(11.17.) Sir H. CAMPBELL-BAN- 
NERMAN (Stirling Burghs): The right 
hon. Gentleman has made what he rightly 
speaks of as a concession. I feel, like the 
rest of the House, very partially informed 
on the whole of this subject, and I have 

listened with great interest to the recital 
which the right hon. Gentleman has given 
us of the circumstances as they present 
themselves to him. Ithink, at all events, 


with regard to the most critical part of 
the proceedings, he has taken the line 
which is most likely to conduce to satis- 
faction both inthis country and in Malta, 
The right hon. Gentleman very properly 
observed on the desire which possesses 
the hearts of the people of this country 


to keep on good terms with the Italian 
nation, although he dwelt a little too 
much by way of contrast on the desire 
which we ought to have to keep on 
good terms with the people of Maltag 
with whom we are more closely con- 
cerned after all. I do not wish to say 
anything which will detract trom the 
force or the grace of what the right hon. 
Gentleman proposes to do. This is not 
the only proclamation the right hon, 
Gentleman has withdrawn lately, but I 
do not know that there is any pro- 
elamation the withdrawal of which 
will have a better effect. There ig 
one question I wish to ask on the 
great point of the languages. I under- 
stood the right hon. Gentleman to say 
with regard to education that all parents 
would have their choice — that their 
children were to be instructed in the 
Maltese language, and that they should 
have the choice of having further in- 
| struction either in Italian or in English. 
So farso good in the matter of education. 
| But in the matter of proceedings in the 
| Courts, do I understand they are to be 
| conducted eitherin Italian or in English; 
|and not in any case in the Maltese 
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language, which he said himself was the 
only language the people understand ? 
I wish, not by way of controversy, but 
by way of information, to know if that 
is so, because it seems to me a somewhat 
awkward arrangement. In order to show 
how small a hold the Italian language has 
on the Maltese people the right hon. 
Gentleman said that the great majority 
did not know Italian. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Seven out 
of ten. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
And yet the proceedings in the Courts are 
to be conducted in eitherof two languages, 
both of which are unintelligible to the 
people. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The right 
hon. Gentleman has stated the matter 
perfectly accurately. The Maltase lan- 
guage is really a patois or taal, and, I 
believe, is inadequate as a language to 
be used in the Courts. At all events, 
since the British occupation Italian has 
been used in the Courts, and now the 
only change we have made is that where 
a British subject is concerned, English 
shall be used in the Courts in a criminal 
case, and may be used, alternatively with 
Italian, in a civil case. But in no case 
is the Maltese language to be used in the 
Courts, and if it is it is to be interpreted 
by an Italian interpreter. The same 
position prevailed in the Transvaal. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN . 
Is that a good example to cite ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am only 
quoting it for the particular purpose of 
answering the right hon. Gentleman. 
Dutch was used in the Courts of Trans 
vaal as the official language, but the 
people who spoke the taa! of the Trans- 
vaal did not necessarily understand 
Dutch, and the taal was not used in the 
Courts. In the same way the- Maltese, 
or taal, is not used in the Courts, 
except to be translated into the literary 
language of Italy. There is one cor- 
rection which I wish to make. By a'| 
slip I said that Lord Carnarvon was the 
Colonial Secretary in 1887 ; I meant to 
say Lord Knutsford. 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, 


(COMMONS) 





*Mr. BOLAND: Do I understand 
that the proclamation has been with- 
drawn ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Yes, 
*Mr. BOLAND: Then under these 


circumstances, as this proclamation 
which has caused all the evil in Malta 
has been withdrawn, I shall certainly 
withdraw my Amendment. 
Amendment by leave withdrawn. 
Main Question again proposed. 
REDISTRIBUTION OF SEATS. 
(11.25.) Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR 
(Essex, Romford) moved as an Amend- 
ment to the Address, at the end, to add 
the words— 
‘* But we humbly represent to Your Majesty 
the desirability of remedying the defects and 
anomalies which at present exist in the re- 
presentation of the people in this House by 
introducing a measure for the redistribution of 
seats, and which will also provide for the per- 
manenf representation of the British Dominions 
beyond the seas in the Imperial Parliament.” 
he trusted he would be forgiven by the 
House if in the course of his remarks he 
was compelled to go into many statistics 
which might be wearisome, but both in 
the commercial and _ political interests of 
this country it was imperative that the 
many anomalies in the representation in 
this House should be debated. They all 
anticipated before the last election that 
there would be a Reform Bill during the 
present Parliament, but owing to the 
war and other consideratiorfs that Bill 
had hitherto been passed over. Following 
as he did a debate which had given the 
House a most magnificent speech, he felt 
very much in the shadow, and trusted 
that he would have the indulgence 
ofthe House. His observations would not 
be directed to the constituency he repre- 
sented, notwithstanding the immense 
volume of work entailed on the repre- 
sentative of nearly 40,000 electors, who 
had to deal with many conflicting in- 
terests—School Boards, District Councils, 
which had competing interests with 
neighbouring Councils, in which 4 
Member was called to interfere. For his 
part he had nothing to say against his 
constituency, for the majority in his 
favour at the last election left him 


|nothing to be desired. 
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He would briefly refer to the history There were also many other arrange- 
of this question. There was first the mentsunder that Bill with which however 
Union of Scotland with England in| he would not weary the House. In 1885 
1707, and then the Union of Ireland | a veryimportant measure was introduced, 
with Great Britain in 1801. Accord- under which a number of boroughs below 
ing to the Act of Union in 1801, 5,000 in population were absorbed in the 
Ireland was to have 100 Members, country, and two corrupt boroughs were 
which were increased in 1832 to disfranchised. Sixteen seats went to the 
105, and in 1885 reduecd to 103. As | country, and 134 boroughs were decreased 
was said in reference tothe Irish Church, | by thirty-nine. The representation of 
during the disestablishment debates, the | Scotland was increased by twelve, 
Treaty of Union declared that Article| that of England by six, and the 








5 relating to the Church of Ireland 
“shall be and shall remain in full force 


for ever.” But those words were not em- | 


ployed in Article 4, which stated that the 
number to be returned by Ireland to the 
Imperial Parliament was 100 ; and there- 
fore that arrangement was not regarded 
as eternal, and not meant to be a cross to 
be borne by the English for their sins for 
ever. In 1770 Lord Chatham said that 
either Parliament would reform itself 
from within, or be reformed with a ven- 
geance from without ; and in 1782 he 
said the same thing. In 1793, Earl Grey 
endeavoured to introduce a Reform Bill, 
but the measure was thrown out on 
account of the French Revolution, the 
political unrest at home, and the ex- 
hausting wars abroad. In 1820, -Lord 
Russell exposed the abuses in the repre- 
sentation of the people, but no legislation 
resulted. The first Reform Bill was 
passed in 1832, although the Duke of 
Wellington had said that the representa. 
tions of the people inthe House had 
previously been perfect. By the Act of 
1832, it was provided that 56 nomina- 
tion boroughs with 111 seats should be 
disfranchised, that 30 boroughs should 
lose one member each ; the county mem- 
bers in England were increased from 94 
to 159; the representation of Scot- 
land was increased from 45 to 53, 
and of Ireland from 100 to 105. 
The result was that the landlords were 
able to coerce their employees into voting 
ina particular way. In 1852-4 the Bill 
of Lord John Russell was thrown out 
owing to the Russian War, and in 1859 
the Bill of Lord Derby was also defeated. 
In 1860 the next Bill of Lord John 
Russell was not proceeded with. In the 
Bill of 1867-8 four corrupt boroughs 
were disfranchised, thirty-eight boroughs 
were semi-disfranchised, and seven Eng- 
lish boroughs were given to Scotland. 


_to Newry was in 


representation of Ireland was decreased 
by two. 

He wished to mention a few of the 
anomalies of the existing system as 
they affected the House at present. The 
representative strength of Romford 
the proportion of’ 
eighteen to one. The average number 
of electors per Member in the United 
Kingdom was 10,183, that of Newry was 
only 1,800. Taking the number of electors 
in each country, it would be found that 
England had 10,897 for each Member, 
Scotland 9,678, and Ireland 7,144. 
With reference to Ireland there were 
in his own Division 7,000 Irish electors, 
some of whom voted for him and 
some against him; but if they had 
remained in their own country, the Irish 
members would have a larger and more 
equal electorate. Ireland on the basis of 
population was only entitled to forty-four 
Members and on the basis of contribution 
to sixteen Members. What was fair for 
England, Scotland, and Wales, should 
also be fair for Ireland. At present the 
six highest constituencies represented 
| 150,000 electors each, whereas the 
| forty-five lowest represented only about 

10,000 each. The contribution of Scot- 
land was four and a half times greater 
than that of Ireland, where both popu- 
lation and contribution were diminishing, 
| while they were increasing in England 
'and Scotland. He therefore concluded 
‘that Ireland would be represented well 
| by seventy-two Members, the number 
'given to Scotland. There was another 
| greatanomaly. Four hundred Members 
in the House had an electorate of 
| 3,067,905, whereas the other 270 Mem- 
_bers had an electorate of 3,754,680. 
|Accordingly a majority of 130 in 
the House represented a minority of 
| 00,000 electors in the country. Half 
j of the House represented four and 
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a half millions of electors, whereas 
the other half represented only two 
and a half millions. If the interesting 
figures which had heen recently circu- 
lated were studied, it would be found 
that anomalies existed to as great an 
extent in England as in any other part 
of the United Kingdom. Statistics on 
the subject abounded. The elections 
were now just over, and most impor- 
tant work had to be performed by the 
Government. He thought also that the 
Opposition ought to have time to 
collect their thoughts, in order that 
they might be able to formulate another 
Newcastle programme for the next elec- 
tion. The Amendment which he 
proposed was not intended to have 
immediate effect, but was simply to 
draw the attention of the House, and 
especially of the Government, to the 
great anomalies and difficulties which 
existed in connection with representa- 
tion inthis House. With regard to the 
second part of his Amendment, which 
provided for the permanent representa- 
tion of the British dominions beyond 
the seas in the Imperial Parliament, 
his object was not to ask Colonial Mem- 
bers to attend the House, but to create 
in the mother country an Imperial 
Defence Committee, composed of men 
‘like Lord Strathcona and other eminent 
colonials, who might consider what con- 
tribution might be made to the Imperial 
Exchequer, though not by way of taxa- 
tion, and also to consider what might 
be done to render the defences of the 
Empire as efficient as possible. Those 
colonial representatives would not have 
to attend continually, but only at stated 
times. When he thought of the men 
whom it had been his pleasure to meet 
in the colonies, he considered that if 
obsolete vessels were sent as training 
ships to the colonies, there would be no 
difficulty in drawing from the colonies | 
efficient men to man the Navy. It was | 
for that purpose that he ventured to put | 
down the second part of his Amendment, | 
and if he had been able to draw the atten- | 
‘tion of the Government to the ever- | 
growing necessity of attracting the 
colonies by fair means, and in a shoulder- | 
to-shoulder spirit, he should have per- | 
formed a part which he should not | 


regret. He begged to move. 


Mr. Louis Sinclair. 
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(11.40.) Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon* 
Trent) said he had much pleasure jn 
seconding the Amendment, but in doin 
so would confine himself to the first 
part of it. The part of the United King- 
dom especially referred to was of course 
Ireland, where redistribution was re. 
quired more than in any other part of 
the United Kingdom. There wasa great 
inequality, because Ireland at the pre- 
sent time, having regard to her 
population, had an excess of representa. 
tion of something likethirty-one Members, 
He did not in any way wish to be 
unfair to Ireland or to any other part 
of the United Kingdom, but still Ireland 
undoubtedly had that excess. There 
was another distinct inequality with 
regard to the present system, and that 
was in regard to the small boroughs. It 
was very unfair that one Member, like 
the hon. Member for Romiord, should 
represent 31,000 electors, whereas many 
other hon. Members only represented a 
few thousands. Then, with reference to 
double-Member constituencies, he could 
never understand why one Member 
should represent 20,000 or 30,000 elec- 
tors whereas other Members like the 
hon. Members for Ipswich and North- 
ampton, should represent only 8.000 or 
9,000 and why these constituencies 
should have the privilege of returning 
two Members. That seemed very un- 
fair as far as the large single Member 
constituencies were concerned. There 
was great reluctance on the part of both 
political parties to touch the question of 
redistribution. He did not know why 
right hon. Gentlemen on the Treasury 
Bench should fight shy of it. Right 
hon. Gentlemen opposite seemed equally 
reluctant to take up the question, but as 
it was not possibie to make the fortunes 
of their party worse than they were at 
present they might as well take up 
redistribution as any other matter. 


He wished to makea proposal which he 
thought might be taken into considera- 
tion by the Government. The Govern- 
ment might say that they could not deal 
with the question until the last session 
of Parliament. But when was the last 
session of Parliament? It might be 
very soon. All he knew was that the 
Government at the beginning of the 
last Parliament gave the House to 
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understand that before Parliament con- 
cluded they would deal with the question, 
put unfortunately, they dissolved before, 
if he might say so, they came to the last 
session, a8 Parliament in the ordinary 
course had another ‘year or eighteen 
months to run. It was therefore very 





session of a Parliament. He ventured 
however to propose a very short and 
simple scheme which might be adopted 
by the Government without dislocating | 
the present system toany extent. As he | 
had said, Ireland had thirty-one Members | 
too many. The whole House had in| 
his opinion about seventy Members too | 
many, and could do with 600 mem- | 
bers instead of 670. He therefore pro- 
posed to take away thirty-one Members | 
from Ireland and also the nine Univer- 
sity Members. He never could ‘under- | 
stand why University Members were in| 
the House. They had no constituents 
and were placed in a different position 
from other Members who represented the 
mass of the people. That would make 


“a reduction of 40 and he would further 


propose to take away forty of the Mem- 
bers representing boroughs with less than | 
4,000 electors. That would make a total | 
reduction of seventy Members. He did not 
think that while the House remained in 
its present state, while they had un- 
equal distribution of political power, that | 
the best results would ever be obtained. 
He thought the Government cought to 
make some effort to deal’ with the 
question of re-distribution. They 
night at least appoint a Committee to 
inquire as to the basis on which re- 
distribution should be' proceeded with. 
That would show the necessity for 
taking some steps in the matter, and also 
the grave inequalities which existed at the 
present. It was not fair that Members 
representing an electorate of 2,000, 3,000, 
or 4,000, should have! exactly the same 
power as hon. Members of Romford, 
Wandsworth. Walthamstow, and other 
large constituencies. If the present 
system of representation was to continue 


to produce good and sound results, the 
Government should take the question 
in hand, and something should|be done 


to place representation on af fairer and | 
more equal footing all'over the; country. | 
He begged to second;the Amendment. 


| 


{28 January 1902} 


'added sooner rather than later. 


| figures which he had put before the 
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Amendment proposed, at the end of 
the Question, to add the words— 

“But we humbly represent to Your Majesty 
the desirability of remedying the defects and 
anomalies which at present exist in the repre- 
sentation of the people in this House by intro- 
ducing a measure for the redistribution of seats, 
and which will also provide for the permanent 
representation of the British Dominions beyond 
the seas in the; Imperial Parliament.” (Mr. 
Louis Sinclair.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there added.” . , * Ebsad 

*(11.50.) Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth): 
said he rose with very considerable difti- 
culty, because for the last three days he 
had been confined to bed with a very sore 
throat and he therefore hoped he would 
have the indulgence of the House for a 
very few minutes. He did not intend to 


trouble the House with the past history 


of the question. It would be in the 
recollection of many hon. Members that 
for many years he had pressed on the 
attention of the House that the matter 
was an increasing evil which ought to ke 
attended to, and which if not attended 
to, would produce the gravest results to 
the fortunes of the nation. In 1892 he 
brought the question before the House 
by special motion when the Liberal 
Government was in power, and the 


result was that the then Leader ‘of the 


House the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouth ad- 
mitted that it was a matter which ought 
to be attended to sooner or later, and he 
The 
evil was admitted and the figures could 
not be controverted. The disparity 
between the highest and lowest of the 
constituencies was then twelve to one, 
but it had increased until it was now 
eighteen to one. He would not go into 
details as to the admissions made by the 
two front Benches as to the necessity of 
dealing with the matter, admissions 
which were accompanied by promises 
that the matter would be attended 
to very soon. He would however, invite 
the attention of the House to the 
status quo. Mr. Gladstone stated on 
one memorable occasion that they 
governed themselves by the machinery 
by which the House was regulated, and 


‘that if that machinery went out of 


order, the will of the nation would be 
necessarily misinterpreted. From the 


27, ee. 
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public, and which had not been con- 
troverted or challenged, although they 
might have some small defects, it would 
be found that one-half of the Members 
of the House were sent by only a third 
of the electors of the country, and that 
the other two-thirds of the electorate 
had only half the voice of the House. 
That had been proved to demonstration. 
A very trifling number over a third of 
the electorate could rule the majority, 
and probably misrepresent the will of 
the nation. The exact figures were, that 
335 Members were returned by 4,400,000 
electors, and the other 335 Members 
by $2,400,000 electors. Taking it in 
another way, half of the electors of the 
country had a representation in the 
House of 235 Members, whereas the 
other half had a representation of 435 


Members. Therefore unless the majority | 


in the House were more than the dil- 
ference between those two numbers, the 
House could not be said for certain to 
represent the will of the nation. Just 
before the South African war commenced, 
he received from the Leader of the House 
and other Members of the Government, 
promises that the matter should be 
made a Cabinet question without delay, 
and that, barring Cabinets especially 
summoned with reference to the war, 
it was to be taken into consideration at 
the very next Cabinet. The war had, 
however, absorbed every other question 
and naturally, he abstained from worry- 
ing the Government on the matter. He 
thought, however, that the time had 
now arrived when it ought to be con- 
sidered whether redistribution was to be 
left until the last session of Parliament. 
Who could tell when would be the last 
Session. Hesaid that the question was one 
which ought to be taken in hand im- 
mediately, and made th: subject of 
an inquiry in order that the hurry 
and rush which were inevitable in a 
moribund Parliament, might be avoided, 
He had laid before hon. Members and 
the public within the last few days, a 
plan which he suggested. It was im- 
perfect, no doubt, but it followed the 
lines of least resistance, and it would 
enable the Government to avoid a 
general Redistribution Bill of all the 
670 seats, and todeal with 150 seats with | 
very little trouble. He believed a! 


scheme could be submitted to the House | 
Mr, Kimber, 
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in one’ session, placed before the coun 
during the recess, and passed into law in 
the succeeding session. If the debates in 
the Redistribution Bills of 1832, 1867 and 
1884 were examined, it would be found 
that from first to last the constituencies 
were not consulted, and that members 
| seats were dealt with, without their know. 
| ing anything about it beforehand. A hole 
‘and corner, arrangement would not be 
| likely to commend itself to the House. }By 
' the plan he had suggested the present dig. 
| parity would be reduced from 18 tol to3 
to 1. That would at least remove the 
grosser anomalies. 





“Tt beingy midnight, the debete stood 


adjourned. 
i, Debate tojbe;resumed to-morrow 


LICENCE DUTIES (BELFAST CITY). 5 

Return ordered, “showing the amount 
of Licence Duty collected in Belfast City 
during the year ending October 190]; 
under the following headings : Publicang, 
Spirit Grocers, Distillers, Brewers, Whole 
sale Spirit Dealers, Wholesale Wine 
Dealers.” —(Mr. Field.) 3 

COMPANIES CERTIFICATES BILL. 

[Seconp READING. ] 

Mr. {BANBURY (Camberwell, |'Peck- 
ham) moved the Second Reading of the 
Companies Certificates Bill. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) objected. 28 

Mr. BANBURY said he hoped the hon. 
Member would not persist with his objec- 
tion, as the Bill was a very small and 
simple one. 

Mr. FLAVIN said he had a strong ob 
jection to the Bill, and a stronger objection 
to the hon. Gentleman who moved the 
Second Reading. 

Mr. BANBURY’ said he did not’ know 
whether that remark was in order. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: It. is‘certainly not 
a courteous remark. 

Mr. FLAVIN said he did not intend to 
be discourteous, but inasmuch as the hon. 
Gentleman acted as official blocker of 
Bills for the Government, he would block 
any Bills he might introduce. 


= Second Reading deferred till Thursday. 


Adjourned at five minutes 
after Twelve o’clock. 
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1217 Address in Reply to 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 29th January, 1902. 


-_—_—_—_— 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


PETITIONS. 


INEBRIATES ACTS. 


Petition from Patricroft, for alteration 
of Law; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS,—REPORTS, ETC. 


NAVY (SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, 
1901-2.) 

Estimate presented, of the further 
amount required for Navy Services for 
the financial year ending 31st March, 
1902 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table and to be printed. [No. 33.] 


CONSOLIDATED FUND. 


Abstract account presented, showing 
the issues made from the Consolidated 
Fund of the United Kingdom in the 
financial year ended 31st March, 1901, 
for the Interest and Management of the 
Debt, for the Civil List, and all other 
Issues in the financial year for services 
charged directly on the said Fund; 
with the Report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor General thereon [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 34.] 


ADDRESS IN REPLY TO HIS MAJESTY’S 
MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


(TentH Day’s DEBATE. ] 
RE-DISTRIBUTION OF SEAT. 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment [28th January] 
to Main Question [16th January], 
“That an humble Address be presented 
to his Majesty, as followeth: 


** Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful 
and loyal subjects, the Commons of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland, in Parliament assembled. 
beg leave to offer our humble thanks to 
Your Majesty for the Gracious Speech 


VOL. CI. [FourTH SERIEs. ] 
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which Your Majesty has addressed 
to both Houses of Parliament.”— 
(Colonel Harry M‘Calmont.) 





And which Amendment was, at the 
end of the Question, to add the 
words— 

“But we humbly represent to Your Majesty 
the desirability of remedying the defects and 
anomalies which at present exist in the repre- 
sentation of the people in this House by 
introducing a measure for the redistribution of 
seats, and which will also provide for the 
yermanent representation of the British 

ominions beyond the seas in the Imperial 
Parliament.”—(Mr. Louis Sincleir. ) 


Question again proposed, ‘* That. 
those words be there added.” —Debate 
resumed, 


*(12.10). Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth) : 
said the time placed at his disposal on 
the previous night for dealing with the 
subject of the Amendment was so brief 
that he was obliged to condense his 
remarks to an extent which he was 
afraid made them of a very imperfect 
character, especially as he was at the 
time suffering from severe physical in- 
disposition. He might ‘therefore be 
pardoned if he now recapitulated what 
he then said. The importance of the 
question did not need to be proved: it 
had been admitted by successive Govern- 
ments for years past, as the quotations 
he proposed to read very decisively 
proved. In February, 1893, he brought 
forward in the House a special Motion 
declaring that the electoral disparities 
were such as to involve the danger’ of 
the will of the nation being misrepre- 
sented in the House of Commons. Hon. 
Members who now occupied the opposite 
benches were at that time on the 
Ministerial side of the House, and the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Monmouthshire, who was the 
Leader of the House, stated in reply 
to the Motion that he did not rise 
to traverse any of the statements or 
principles which had been enunciated in 
support of it, as no one could deny that 
great inequality existed in the represen- 
tation not only of Ireland but of London, 
and that sooner rather than later there 
must be a Redistribution Bill. Later on 
Mr. Gladstone, in the celebrated Home 
Rule Debate, said we were a self-govern- 
ing people, and if there was anything in 
3A 
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the great principle of self-government, and | 
if it were a reality it was one which could | 
never work except by the machinery | 
of the laws of representation. He meant | 
of course the laws of representation 
properly worked. In due course there 
came a change ,of Government, and in 


1897 the present First Lord of the. 


Treasury in answer to a Question said 


the subject was well worth attention, | 


and although he could not promise that 
an investigation should take place in the 
autumn, he would undertake there 
should be one without undue delay. 
That seemed to him to be rather a 
watery answer, so he renewed his efforts 
in the following session, when the First 
Lord said in reply toa further Question 
he did not doubt that the anomalies and 
disparities in the representation of the 
people in Parliament were real and in- 
creasing, and deserved the very serious 
attention of the House. The right hon. 
Gentleman did not say, however, whether 
and when the Government would take the 
matter into their consideration, and so he 


returnedto the charge the next day, and | 


again he failed to get any definite pledge 
from the Government, although he was 
reminded that by constitutional usage a 
Reform Bill was the immediate prelude 
of a dissolution. He was, however, 


further told that the matter was engag- | 


ing and would engage the serious atten- 
tion of the Government. The session 
passed, the Parliament passed, a dissolu- 


tion took place, and nothing was done. | 
In 1899 he again brought the matter | 


before the House, and published some 
facts in The Times which were widel 

circulated through the Press of the 
country. To those facts he received no 
negative criticism, on the contrary, 
throughout the length and breadth of 
the land the matter was admitted to be 
one of considerable urgency. 

Letthe House consider what the question 
was. Analysed to the bottom, it was: 
««Who governs this country !’’ Not the 
King, God bless him. He was the v orthy, 
noble, and dignified symbol of the power 
which really did govern the country. 
What was that power? It was the 
majority of the people represented by 


the majority in that House. He ad- | 
mitted that it was a very imperfect 
system. They had to go by the count- 


ing of noses. The majority in the House 
Mr. Kimber. 
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nominated the men who were to lead 
them, and those leaders were, as a matter 
of course, named by His Majesty the 
King as his Ministers. They were Teally 
the Ministers of the sovereign power of 
the kingdom for the time being. But 
what if the majority in the House did 
not represent the majority of the people 
of the country? He pointed out on the 
preceding night the great salient fact, 
which the people who thought they were 
governing themselves should always keep 
before them, was that at the present 
moment, out of 670 Members of the 
House of Commons 400 were sent to 
Parliament by less than one half of the 
electors of the country. There were 
6,800,000 electors, and out of these 
3,000,000 sent 400 members to Parlia- 
ment, while the remaining 270 members 
were sent by nearly 4,000,000 of the 
people. Could it be said that the people 
were governing themselves in the face 
of those facts? It might be that the 
majority of the House represented the 
will of the nation outside. But if that 
were so it was by accident. Was this 
country to be governed by accident ? 
Was it to be a chance thing that the 
majority of the Members of the House 
were to represent the majority of the 
people outside. No. until, as Mr. Glad- 
stone said, they got the machinery of re- 
presentation in good order, until the Ship 
_of State, and especially its steeringjgear, was 
_in good order, they would never be actually 
certain that the ship would go in the 
right direction. It was absolutely ludi- 
| crous to say that the people of the country 
| were represented in that House if the 
‘opinions of the large majority of them 
| were represented by only a minority of 
the House. 

| Now, he would go a little into 
‘detail. In 1885, after the passing of 
| the last Reform Bill, the extreme 
| disparity between the largest and the 
smallest constituency sending a single 
‘member to Parliament was in the pro- 
portion of eight to one. In 1893, when 
‘he made the motion in the House to 
| which he had already referred, it was 
‘ten to one. In 1897 it was twelve to 
| one; in 1898 fifteen to one; and now it 
| was no less than eighteen to one. These 
disparities would be seen to be still more 
emphatic and glaring when they were in 
possession of the register returns for 
1901. It was the fact that there were 
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seventy-six constituencies in England and | 


Scotland, the least of which was five 
times, and the largest of which was ten 


times larger than any constituency rep- | 


represented by hon. Gentlemen seated 


on the Nationalist Benches. He hoped | 


it would not be thought, however, that 
he intended his arguments to have any 
personal bearing towards hon, Gentlemen 
opposite. He was happy to say he had 
some very good friends among them, 
and he hoped he would always continue 
to have some. But justice must be done, 
even if our brothers had to suffer. At 
Newry, the smallest constituency in 
Ireland, there were less than 2,000 
electors, while in Romford, which was 
represented by the hon. Member who 
moved the Amendment to the Address, 
there were 33,556 electors, according to 
the Returns for 1900. There were 
several gentlemen on his own side of 
the House, each of whom represented 
an electorate equal to that which sent 
five or six members from Ireland— 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Talk about 


your own side. 


*Mr. KIMBER said he feared the 
excesses of electors were nearly all on 
one side ; there were none in the .case of 
Treland. 


Mr. FLYNN again interrupted. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
hope hon. Members will not continue 
these interruptions. 


*Mr. KIMBER said he wished to point | 
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was 6,800,000. Of that, in round 
figures, England 5,000,000, Scotland 
700,000 and Ireland 735,000. Ireland’ 
and Scotland were therefore very nearly 
the same, but while the electorate of the 
former was diminishing, that of the 
latter was increasing. Scotland had 72 
Members and Ireland 103, and, cori- 
sequently there was a disparity between 
those two portions of the United Kingdom 
which constituted a legitimate grievance. 
England was entitled to 499 Members 
but she only had 465, and most of the 
deficiencies existed in the metropolis and 
its surroundings. His own constituency 
—the largest metropolitan constituency 
—was populated by men who were 
engaged all day and nearly every day 
of their lives in business of that great 
metropolis—which was the business of 
the whole world and certainly the 
business of the Empire. Surely in the 
rights of those men the whole nation 
was interested. England was entitled, 
as he had said, to 34 additionai Members. 
Scotland was entitled to 69 instead of 
the 72 she now possessed, and of course 
they could not ask Scotland to reduce 
her representation in the face of the 


‘excessive Lrish representation. Jreland’s 


proper proportion was 72 Members; she 
had therefore an excess of 31 Members. 
These figures included the University 
representation, and he admitted that 
the nine University seats constituted a 
difficulty. Every sentiment of educated 
men clung with fondness to the thought 


/that culture and research in science 


and in literature should be specially re- 
presented in that House. It was felt to 








out that the average size of the English con- | be only right that men who spent theit 
stituencies was 10,183, and that average | lives in thinking, writing. and working 
was annually increasing. He was not|for the benefit of their fellow men 
directing his remarks against Ireland in| should have some special representation. 
particular, for he admitted it would not | But when the matter was worked out 
be fair to deal with this question except | the inevitable conclusion was that, after 
on the basis of the United Kingdom as a all, when it was a question of the 
whole. He had studiously endeavoured Government of the people by themselves, . 
to prevent his mind even thinking of they must go on the principle that ‘it 
party in connection with the question,| was man for man that had to “be 
as he held that such a topic ought net to| represented, and they must live -in 
enter into the consideration of the subject, the hope that the average of every 
which must be dealt with from anj| thousand men, cultivated or not 
impartial and statesmanlike ‘point of | cultivated, who were called upon to 
view, and not from the point of view | elect, would sufficiently safeguard the 
of what was to the interest of any | interests of the nation. After his letter 
particular man or set of men. Now, the | appeared in The Times in June last, it was 
total electorate of the United Kingdom | suggested to him that it was his duty to 
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propound some plan for dealing with this 
on seeing that the Government, although 
at one time he thought they were sympa- 
thetic, had not attempted to do so. 

There was a natural disinclination on the | 
part of those who held office to grapple | 
with this subject, which must, when | 
handled properly, be thorny and disa- | 


greeable, and perhaps hurt the toes | 


of some of their best friends. He 
admitted the difficulty, but it seemed | 
to him that it was the duty of the) 
Government to get over that disinclin- | 
ation. Before the war commenced he | 
appealed to the First Lord to take the | 
matter into consideration, and the right | 
hon. Gentleman was good enough to) 
promise that it should be brought before | 
the next Cabinet meeting. He made an 
exception that the subject of the war, 
which was just breaking out, must take, 
precedence, and, of course, he could not | 
but yield to that view. But he could | 
not admit that the war was for ever to | 
be used as an excuse for not dealing with 
a question which concerned the machinery 
by which the United Kingdon and the | 
empire itself was governed. This was a 
matter of crucial importance, and unless | 
it was dealt with at once they might: 
some day find themselves on the edge of 
a precipice—they would be having the 
will of people negatived by the decisions | 
of the House of Commons, and then they 
would have to apply a remedy which 
would be far less pleasant. Already the | 
Government had strained the allegiance | 
of many of their best supporters. Hold- 
ing as he did a position of greater | 
freedom than the occupants of the Front | 
Bench, having also less responsibility, he 
was free to say, and he did not hesitate 
to say it, that there were many points in 
the mannerin which p.iblicaffairs had been 
conducted by the;Government which did 
not meet with the cordial support or 
appreciation of their supporters. In the 
metropolitan constituencies, and in the 
view of some of the best men of the day, 
there was a feeling that the management 
of affairs, in Ireland in particular, by 
the present Government was very weak. 





Mr. HAVILAND-BURKE' (King’s 
County, Tullamore): May I ask if it is 
in order for the hon. Member to discuss 
the administration of Ireland on this 
Amendment ? 





Mr. Kimber. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: I did not understand 
that the hon. Member was doing so. 


*Mr. KIMBER said that was not his 
intention. He was simply pointing out 
reasons why it was worth the while of 
the Government to attend to grievances 
under which so many of their best 
supporters suffered, and he was also 
reminding them that, strong as was their 
allegiance in view of the overwhelming 
importance, from a patriotic point of 
view of carrying this war through, 
while their loyalty and allegiance would 
not be wanting until the war had been 
bronght to its legitimate and proper end 
—so long as it was conducted in a 
vigorous and determined manner—yet 
on other questions it was only fair he 


‘should caution the Government that 


they had weakened the allegiance of 
their supporters. When the war was 
over the pendulum might swing, and, 
as he had shown, the present condition 
of things, whilethe machinery was out of 
order, was such that even with a majority 
of 150, the Government might find it 


| difficult to keep in office. 


He had issued and circulated among 
Members within the last few days a 
plan for dealing with this question. 
He knew that it had defects, one a 
geographical one which, by some care- 
lessness on his part, or on the part 


‘of those who had assisted him, had 


crept in. But the main principle he 
had suggested was, he thought, a fair 
one. He had followed what he believed 
to be the best course to adopt, having 
regard to the tremendous amount of 
friction, discussion, and opposition which 
was bound to arise upon any Redistribu- 
tion Bill. He had adopted such methods 
of dealing with the constituencies in 
which there were excesses or deficiencies 
as were calculated to encounter the least 
resistance. He had suggested a plan by 
which they would deal, not with the 670 
seats, but with only 124, with perhaps 
a few additional ones whose boundaries 
would have to be rectified. They must 
not expect to find in his plan absolute 
perfection or mathematical accuracy. He 
had simply endeavoured to arrive at an 
approximation of the circumstances in 
each case. He had laid down 15,000 
electors as the maximum, and 5,000 as 
the minimum, but it might be that the 
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minimum would have to be raised as time | mit that that has nothing to do with the 
went on. There were 76 seats with | question of the redistribution of seats, 
electorates varying from 15,000 to 33,000 , . 

and each of these was only represented; *Mr. KIMBER: I respectfully submit, 
by one Member. Then there were 48 | Sir, that Iam doing nothing of the kind. 
seats with constituencies below 5,000) I was referring to Galway, which is a 
which would have to bedealt with. With | constituency with a less number of 
regard to the excesses, in the worst cases | electors than 5,000, which is the number 
he had adopted the simple method of | which I propose should be the minimum. 
dividing the constituencies. There were, | It has only 2,000 electors, and I was 
it so happened, 27 double-Member con- speaking of the suggestion in my plan 
stituencies, and he proposed that 11 of | that this and other boroughs in Ireland 
these should each surrender one Member. | should simply lose their special represen- 

‘That required no alteration of boundaries, _tation and be merged in the counties. I 
and it would remove 23 of the greatest | was pointing out a reason why it seemed 
disparities, while it would also reduce the to me this House should not regret, and 
extreme of disparity down to about 10 would not regret, that the electors of 
to 1. That alone was worthy of a Bill | Galway should be practically disfranchised 
in itself. It did not, however, seem to because— 


him to be his duty, as a private Member, | : m ce F 
to bring in such a Bill, but he did think *MR. SPEAKER: That is introducing 
that if the Government would adopt | # topic which is hardly pertinent to. the 


the modest measure he suggested, they Present motion. 
would find it well worth their while | 
doing so. In the case of England and 
Scotland he would enlarge the constitu- 
encies that were below 5,000 by taking | 
in some of the excess of the adjoining | 
constituencies. In Scotland there were | 
27 seats out of which they could easily | 
save 3 to give to England, and the rest of | 
their excesses could meet the rest of their | 


deficits. The remainder of the wants of | ny ; 
England could be met by dealing | *Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 


with that which must be dealt | 2°t paying attention to myruling. That 
with, viz, the over-proportion of _may be a proper subject for discussion at 
seats in Ireland to the number of 31. | the proper time, but it is not now. 

He had made an omission from those | 
31 seats, for he should have included | 
Cork and Dublin University. He had 
in the previous part of his paper pointed 
out that those constituencies, being 
double-membered constitencies and bot 
being below 5,000, could fairly be asked | 
to give up one. When they came to a| 
case like that of Galway, it seemed to him 
that they could hardly regret that when 


9 


— 


*Mr. KIMBER: I am not going to 
pursue it, Mr. Speaker, further than to 
say that I thought it was a fair observa- 
tion to make. I think I am entitled to 
say that. It is a thing which is very 
material to the hearts and consciences, 
and ought certainly to be so, of ever 
man in this House. 


*Mr. KIMBER said he did not intend 
| to pursue the matter further. He would 
| not weary the House with details uf his 
plan. No doubt hon. Members would be 
| able to find defects in it, but such as it 
| was he offered it for their consideration, 
believing they would be able to make it 
effective. He thought he was entitled to 
«ay, in conclusion, not ouly on ow 
é | the great metropolitan constituency whic 

the electorate of that city, which had | he santas, Ye also on behalf of the 
only 2,000 electors, sent to Parliament a | two million electors of this country who 
man who made a boast, and made it the | were practically either not represented or 
ground of his election, that he had fought | mis-represented, that they respectfully 
against our sons and our brothers in the | demanded that the way in which they 
field of battle. were voiced in the House should be 
altered, and that they should have 








Mr. HAVILAND-BURKE: Is it in 
order, Sir, for the hon. Member to 
attack the selection of candidates by 
Trish constituencies ? I respectfully sub- 








equality of weight in the voice of the 
nation, which certainly they had not 
now. He was not a party to putting 
down that Amendment to the Address. 








"1227 Address in Reply ta {COMMONS} the King’s Speech. 1298 


a 


He was not fond of Amendments to the | of examining them before the session in 
Address, for he was one of those who | which it was proposed to deal with the 
thought that the fortnight spent in that | question by law. That it would have to 
sort of discussion was not well spent. At be dealt with sooner or later, and sooner 
the same time he was bound to say that | rather than later, was absolutely certain, 
the hon. Member for Romford was quite | and failure to desl with it only meant 
entitled to bring the matter forward, and, | postponing the evil day, and adding to 
in fact, it seemed to be the only con- the evils of that evil day. 
stitutional one among the Amendments 
on the Paper. Surely if there was any (12.50.) Tur FIRST LORD or Tae 
‘question more legitimate than another to TRE ASURY (Mr A. Z BALFour 
- se on the Address to their gracious Manchester, E.): I do not propose to 
King it was one which went to the root of - . 
‘ ea . deal at any length with the Amend- 
the working of the constitutional machin- +: 

_.. ment which has been moved and 
.ery, and therefore the hon. Member was cindiiiin® nets thle eth al thes Maca 
i perfectly justified in bringing it forward. and which has just been supported i 


He did not quite agree with the latter a speech by my hon. friend; not be 


_part of the Amendment which suggested : 
that the Colonies should be represented C#™S® I'do not think the Amendment 


in this House. Not that he thought ® Vey important sper think it 
the Colonies ought not to have a voice 1 important in itself, and that it deals 
in the councils of the nation, but be- With a very important topic — but 
eause he felt that the method proposed because I do _hot think that anything 
would not prove an effective way of would be gained by my endeavouring 
dealing with that question. Still, he did at this stage of the sesssion to deal in 
‘not suppose that his hon. friends intended detail with the question of the principle 
to press that matter. What they were on which any redistribution of seats 
desirous of doing was to secure that the ought to proceed. I agree with my 
Government of the day should direct its hon. friend, as I think everybody in 
attention to this very important question. the House agrees, that the anomalies of 
They had been reminded that matters our representation are great and grow- 
of this kind were only dealt with on the ing, and are likely to grow; and every- 
eve of a dissolution of Parliament. No-| body agrees, I should think, that the 
body knew, of course, when there was special cases which he has pointed out, 
going to be a dissolution, but one had the special constituencies, of which I 
taken place since he first raised the believe his own is one of the most re- 
question, and there might he another’ markable specimens, do show a hyper- 
before the Government took it in hand. trophy, an abnormal growth, which is 
Now he asked the Government to say | not only extremely inconvenient to the 
whether they would have this matter hon. gentlemen who have to represent 
considered and a plan of some kind them, but which does make them an 
worked out and laid before the House | anomaly in our Constitution that calls 
and the public, so that it might be | 

2 | for treatment. 
wrongly thrashed out before the gp far [| agree with my hon. friend. 
2 — session of the dying Parlia-/ There were some other observations 
be t ‘ded oS ue ogee Finpe wee be dua which he made in the course of 
with be fst a re oe ‘toe | His speech with which I confess I 
of b A 2 Mico ences re aa we do not agree. I do not agree, for 

Me ng Detween the Heads OF instance, that the present Government 
parties. He did not ask, nor would it be : : 
ree . Avge 208 . - are to be blamed for not dealing earlier 
possible, that in an inquiry and examina- | Wh ichde sulitect. Heh th h 
tion of the details of his or any other) be oboe Ou “ti ~ hi Phe aan 
lam the whole House should take part. | °7® V@mous "euestions whieh he as pu 
4 to me from time to time in this House ; 


hey were already too unwieldy a’ 
machine for that. But he did ask that and he founded upon them, as I 
thé matter should be considered by the | understood him, a charge that we 


responsible heads of the Government, | had shown ourselves slack and remiss 


that their proposals should be put upon ! 


paper, and that hon. Members and their | W¢ allowed a dissolution to pass, since | 
cofistituents should have an opportunity| I “gave the answers to the earlier 
Mr. Kimber. 
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Questions of my hon. friend, without | 
dealing with the question, and that from | 


our behaviour in the past, he thinks he 
has a right to augur very unfavourably 
of our conduct in the future. I would 
remind my hon. friend, as I think he) 
himself admits, that legislation on this 
subject is not proper in the earlier years 
of a Parliament. It is quite true, as he 
‘said, that nobody can tell when a dis- 
solution will come, and therefore no one 
‘ean with certainty say when Parliament 
is, I will not say growing old, but is 
nearing its demise. But every one, 
including my hon. friend, I am sure, is 
of opinion that for a Government, not 
elected certainly upon the question of 
redistribution, to come down in the 
‘earlier stages of that Parliament's exist- 
‘ence, and propose a great change in the 
balance of voting power in the country 
would be a very foolish proceeding, and 
a proceeding which, if successful, would 
necessarily have to be followed very 
rapidly by an appeal to the country. 
Now my hon. friend says that we 
ought to have done it in the course of 
the last Parliament, but surely he. must 
remember that the national difficulties 
in the middle of which the last Parlia- 
ment was dissolved, and which over- 
clouded its last years, did not afford a 
very favourable moment in which to) 
deal with the constitutional issue which 
my hon. friend raises. 

Another point on which I do. 
not agree with him is upon the 
constitutional principles which ought | 


‘to underlie any change in the redis- | 


tribution of political power in this | 
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that principle alone, but upon a mixture 


of principles incapable of being stated 
in these simple and, at first sight, at- 


| tractive formule—attractive at all events 


to a certain school of political theoriste— 
which I do not think commend them- 
selves to the minds, or ever have com- 


'mended themselves to the minds, of 


practical politicians in this country. 
Number is, of course, a most important 
element, an element which cannot and 
ought not to be ignored. I will go the 
length of saying that it is perhaps the 
most important element. But it never 
has been the sole element ; we have always 
considered the history of the localities 
represented, the character of the communi- 
ties represented ; and we have always based 
our representation as much upon the 
history of the past as upon the purely 
arithmetical considerations connected with 
the present. 


*Mr. KIMBER: Theright hon. Gentle- 
man will recollect I said that exceptions 
migit be made. In speaking of the 
Universities, for instance, I do not attach 
exclusive importance to numbers; but 
the preponderating weight, no doubt, is 
to be given to numbers. That is the 
principle. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I perhaps mis- 


understood my hon. friend. As he now 


states his views, I have not much to 


quarrel with. But it is not only with 
regard to Universities that I think some 
action qualifying the principle of num- 
bers must be admitted. There was 
another point in my hon. friend’s speech 








country. My hon. friend has convinced | with which I do not say I differ ab- 


himself that the only just, rational or | solutely, but I think he put the matter 


statesmanlike arrangement which we can | too strongly. I very much dislike and 
make for representing the people of this | very much distrust arguments upon this 
country is based upon principles of simple subject founded simply upon considera- 
arithmetic—so many voters, so many tions of nationality or of the divisions 
representatives. That was adopted at} which make up the United Kingdom. 
one time by, and was very much in I do not say Ireland is over represented, 
fashion in, as I think, a rather narrow | or that England or Scotland is over 
school of philosophic Radicals ; but I was represented, or under represented, as the 
surprised to hear it adyanced in this case may be. It is a fact which I 
House and from these Benches as an un-| admit cannot be forgotten, it is a fact 
assailable and fundamental principle of which must have its due weight. But 
the British Constitution. It has never | we do not come here simply as represent- 
been, and, for my own part, I hope it |.ing nations. We are here as representing 
never will be. We have always acted | constituencies; and in so far as we are 
from those far distant days when our | representing constituencies it is a matter 
Tepresentative system began, not on|of absolute indifference whether our 
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constituencies are in Scotland, Wales, 
Ireland, or England. You cannot wholly 
ignore the national element, but do not 
attach too much weight to it; do not 
regard it as of exclusive value; and, 
above all, I should not like this contro- 
versy as to the redistribution of seats to 
degenerate into a three-cornered fight be- 
tween England, Scotland, and Ireland ag to 
which is to snatch the greatest share of re- 
presentation within these walls. 

Having thus expressed such small differ- 
ences as divide me from my hon. friend in 
this matter, allow me tosay in conclusion 
that I very cordially agree with what I take 
to be hismain thesis—namely, that thestate 
of our representation is now becoming so 
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—and I do not wish to prolong what 
seems to me to he an exceedingly barren 
discussion—it will be simply for the pur- 
pose of making clear one ortwofundamental 
propositions. In the first place, I think 
we are all agreed that the existing state 
of our representation as regards dis- 
tribution is anomalous and indefensible 
and calls fora speedy remedy. I was very 
glad to take note of a remark which fell 
from the First Lord of the Treasury. 
I hope we also are agreed that it isa 
matter which, if taken up, should be 
taken up not partially, but as a whole, 
and, as the right hon. Gentleman says, 
not with an exclusive or even a main 
regard to what may be called merely 


anomalous and so exceptional, so widely | national considerations. I thought that 
different from what it would be were/early in the autumn I had _ heard 
numbers alone to be considered, that it is | declarations which pointed in an en- 
impossible for this House indefinitely to tirely different direction and were cer- 


postpone the consideration of thequestion. |tainly hailed by many supporters of 


For my own part, I certainly express the 
very confident hope that this Parliament 
will not come to an end before the House 
has had some opportunity of considering 
this very important question in a practical 
spirit. So far as we are concerned to-day 
the discussion is an abstract one; and 





the hon. Gentleman will probably be 
satisfied with having elicited from various 
sides of the House and the Government a | 
declaration of opinion. I shall certainly | 
regret if we have not an opportunity | 
before many sessions are past of consider- 
ing, not as an abstract resolution, but 
with some definite proposals before us, 
the method of dealing with the ever 
growing anomalies of which my hon. 
friend has so long complained. 


(1.8.) Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, E.): I 
have neither title, Sir, nor any disposition, 
to intervene in the domestic discussion 
between the right hon, Gentleman and | 
his supporters. It seems to me that the | 
debate on the Address had been pro- | 





the Government both on the platform 
and in the Press as an indication of a 
desire not to deal with the subject as a 
whole, but to treat it piecemeal, in the 
first instance at any rate, and with 
special, if not exclusive, reference to 
these very national considerations which 
the right hon. Gentleman, I am glad to 
say, has, if not entirely discarded, put in 
their proper, which is a secondary and 
subordinate, place. Lastly, there is the 
fact which we on this side of the House 
should at any rate make clear that we 
cannot look for redistribution simply on 
the basis of our present system of 
electoral franchise. There is University 
representation. The hon. Gentleman, I 
think, was inclined to temper the appli- 
cation of his rather crude instrument of 
numerical proportion by making an 


| exception in favour of the Universities ; 


some of us would say that that excep- 
tion is. one of the least defensible of 
his propositions. It must not go forth 





donged by 2 additional day for the that there is any general agreement 


purpose of discussing what the right hon. |, i+} ug on that point. Again, as 


Gentleman himself said—and I so far | illustrating the same branch on the 


ages seh Sin an ehetret end | subject, the hon. Gentleman rather 


a 2 ° . 

samc prptin On of the hn Sun on the baa fhe numero th 
the command of metaphor which I envy jelectorate in different constituencies. 
and which I wish I could imitate, spoke | How is that electorate made up? It “ 
of this matter as being one of those | ™4de up in the county constituencies, 
thorny questions which, if not properly | ™°re particularly in the county con- 
handled, were apt to tread upon some- | Stituencies of England, largely also = 
body’s toes. Sir, I entirely agree with | Scotland, of persons who, in the view of 


him. If I intervene for a few moments | many of us, ought not to be in the 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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electorate at all. I do not think it is 
possible to argue the question without 
taking into account also the grave evil 
of dual and plural voting which to a 
very large extent adulterates the 
electorate and makes quite as great 
an anomaly as the apparent anomaly 
produced by a smaller number of persons 
in one place returning a greater number 
of members than in another by the 
importation of an alien element. With 
those reservations, which it seemed to 
me necessary and opportune to make, I 
entirely agree that the matter is one 
which calls, and which I hope will 
receive before the termination of the 
present Parliament, the attention of the 
Government and the House. 


(1.12.) Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL 
(Donegal, S.) saidthe right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Leader ‘of the House was 
not such a good student of his own 
speeches as he was. Both the right 
hon. Gentleman and the Colonial Secre- 
tary in the atmosphere of Blenheim 
on the 7th of August poured forth the 
vials of their wrath on the Irish Members, 
because they had discharged in this 
House their duty conscientiously and in 
accordance with the wishes of their 
constituents. Grattan once said that a 
prophet could never be reasoned with, 
he could only be disbelieved ; but there 
were exceptions to every rule. He would 
mention one prophecy for whieh he had 
a particular regard because he had 
heard it delivered himself nearly twenty 
years ago by a man whose memory, he 
was sorry to say, was faat fading from 
the public mind, and who was one of the 
greatest, if not the greatest, man that 
Ireland produced during the last century. 
He referred to Isaac Butt. Again and 
again during the debates on the Home 
Rule Bill of 1893 he had heard point 
after point raised which Isaac Butt had 
foretold. The prophecy to which he 
wished to refer was spoken in November, 
1873, at a great Conference of the Home 
Rule Association which was held in 
Dublin. He himself was a boy, but 
from the outskirts of the crowd he hung 
on the words of Isaac Butt. On that 


occasion Butt stated that if Ireland at 
the time of the Union were given her 
proper representation on the basis of 


{29 January 1902} 





the King’s Speech. 12 4 


'Members, but 226 Members, On that 
occasion Isaac Butt said— 


“T anticipate the objection which I know is 
suggesting itself to your minds, that Ireland 
has not her fair share of representation in the 
Imperial Parliament. There is no doubt that 
in the arrangement of the Union Ireland was 
defrauded of her just proportions of Members. 
Mr. O’Connell unanswerably showed that upon 
a mean of population and revenue Ireland 
ought to have had 170 Members. If population 
alone were considered he calculated that 
relatively to England we were entitled to 291. 
But, Sir, this injustice no longer exists. It is 
the only grievance of the Union, which the 
operations of the Union has itself redressed, bu¥ 
it has redressed it, not by increase of Members, 
but by diminishing our resources and our 
population. If the 658 Members were appore 
tioned to population, according to that which 
seems the rule in modern politics, Ireland would 
be entitled to 112 Members and a fraction of 
one. We returniat present 103 Members. If 
our vacant seats were filled up we would have 
105. Evenif we fail in obtaining the additional 
Members to which our population entitles us 
—even in the present Parliament and under 
present arrangements—the deficiency is not a 
very vital one. It seems hardly credible 
that within 70 years, the period of the life of 
man, the Union could have so altered the place 
of Ireland in the Imperial confederation, that 
while in 1800 our relative population would 
have entitled us certainly to more than 200 
Members, in 1871 we could only claim 112. I 
am afraid that in the twenty years which have 
elapsed since 1871 our claim is reduced to 
110. Yet incredible as this may seem, it is 
strictly and literally true. In 1800 the Fe ula- 
tion of the whole United Kingdom id not 
exceed fifteen millions, of which Ireland was 
estimated to have five. In 1871 it was 
31,600,000, of which Ireland had 5,400,000. A 

















population she would have, not 100 





few years more of the Union and England will 
have a pretext for insisting that our number of 
Members shall be reduced to the number to 
which our diminished proportion of population 
will entitle us. I could not adduce a more 
damning evidence against the Union—a more 
decisive proof that we have reached the point 
at which the process of national downfall 
should be stayed.” 

That prophecy was made by Mr. Isaac 
Butt a quarter of a century ago. 

He was very sorry the First Lord of 
the Treasury had left his seat. They 
were now having an academic discussion, 
introduced upon an Amendment to the 
Address, which was, if anything at all, a 
vote of censure upon the Government 
itself. An Amendment to the Address 
was usually a vote of censure upon the 
Government, and yet there had been at 
least five or six such Amendments 
proposed from the Ministerial side of 
the House. Speaking in the House of 
Commons on the 24th of March, 1884, 
Mr. Bright said— 
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“For myself, I am determined to stand by 
the Act of Union. Nothing shall persuade me 
to vote for any smaller number of the Irish 
‘Members and if by reason of the separation 
of Ireland from Great Britain the difficalties of 
intercourse, and the less power they have to 
influence Parliament and opinion in_ this 
country, it is thought necessary by the Govern- 
‘ment to keep the representation as it is, I shall 
have no ditficulty in supporting it. This I 
must declare most solemnly—that I think the 
House would commit a grievous injury, a 
grievous affront, a grievous insult, and a 
‘grievous wrong, if they departed from that 
great Act of Parliament which is called the 
Aét of Union. Upon all the rights which it 
guarantees surely the Irish have a right 
-implicitly’to rely.” 


That was what Mr. Bright said upon 
this question. There was another 
gentleman who opposed the reduction 
ot the number of irish Members. He 
had been reading the debates which took 
place in 1884 upon this subject, and they 
were very lively. He found that in those 
debates there was a gentleman who 
loomed very largely in public affairs at 
that time. He was a political gentleman, 
who came from Birmingham, and a 
namesake of the Colonial Secretary. 
This gentleman made a very violent 
speech in favour of the retention of the 
Irish Members. He said— 


‘**Unless the House is prepared to abandon | 


all idea of a constitutional treatment of the 


Arish question and ali idea of a representative | 
system in Ireland, let us take care that the | 


representative system thensball be a realityand 
not a sham—not a mere fraud and imposition 
upon the public. We may like or dislike the 
opinions held by the majority of the Irish 
people, but we cannot suppress these opinions, 
and under these circumstances it is to our 
interest, it is wise statesmanship and sound 
policy. that these opinions, however unpopular, 


and we should tempt the people of Ireland to 
bring their grievances to a constitutional test 
and not force them by driving them into secret, 
conspiracy into a desperate course ” 


By reducing Irish representation they 
would give Irishmen an opportunity of 
showing to all the world how badly they 
had been treated. He hoped he would 
not hurt the feelings of his hon.. friends 
opposite by what he was going to quote. 
but this Member for Birmingham went 
on, and after pouring scorn and ridicule 
on the Tory idea for the partial dis- 
franchisement of Ireland, said— 

“*It has been said with reference to a state- 


ment made by the Prime~ Minister that. he 
declared he was in favour of maintaining the 


Mr. Swift MacNeill. 
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existing numerical proportion of the representa- 
tion of Ireland. This statement has been 
received with very strong dissent by hon: and 
right hon. Gentlemen opposite. Hon. Gentle. 
men opposite are really to be congratulated on 
their newly pledged enthusiasm for logical 
completeness in any scheme of political 
re-distribution. It appears, according to them,. 
that each diatrict of England, Scotland, Wales, 
and Ireland should be strictly represented 
according to the number of their population. 
How far will they carry this opinion of theirs 
in favour of electoral districts? What I care 
about is that one equal value shall be given to 
every voter in every case. It has a great bearing 
upon the question raised by the Prime Minister. 
There is a large Irish vote in many of our large 
towns—in London, Liverpool, and other places, 
as hon. Members on both sides know sometimes 
to their advantage and sometit.es to their cost. [ 
say on both sides of the House because, however 
hon. Members oppo-ite may denounce the 
conduct of the Liberal party in this respect, I 
have never found a Conservative candidate at 
all slow to ask, invite, and even truckle to the 
Trish Vote.” 


He wanted hon. Members to bear 
in mind that if they were going in for 
restricting Irish representation to the 
exact proportion, they ought not to refuse 
to Irishmen in their large towns the full 
representation to which they were entitled. 
The First Lord of the Treasury evidently 
thought that the best way to deal with 
the Irish rebels was to reduce their re- 
presentation. It was only when the 
Irish representatives were elected by the 
popular vote that all this talk about 
over-representation arose. From 1800, 
when Ireland was entitled to 290 votes 
in the House, down to 1870, when her 
representation was 112, not a_ single 
English Member urged that she should 
have an equal voice in Parliament ac- 
cording to her population. But when 


|England through her legislation and 


should at least be represented in this House, | 


misrule had taken the roofs off the houses 
of the people, decimated the population, 
and driven thousands out of the country, 
then came the cry, “ Let us be fair! Ire- 
land is over-represented.” Instead of 


faithfully observing an agreement which 


should have the force of a treaty, Eng- 
land was trying to defraud the Irish 
people of their just rights. 

The First Lord of the Treasury, when he 
assumed the réle of philosopher, admitted 
that numbers should not be the sole deters 
mining factor in the question. ‘That 
was true, but leaving aside altogether 
the question of proportionate representa- 
tion, there were exceptional reasons why 
the Irish Members should be retained im 
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stone said his great fear with reference | 
tothe representation in the House was | 
that it would gradually partake of the 





mammonised character of the age. The 
Irish representatives, thank God, were 
above that temptation ; they could not 
be “got at;” they were proud of their 
poverty ; and they were able to fight for a 
a principle without caring one farthing 
about office. Was it not better to have 
such an element in the House than a body | 
of combined Cabinet Ministers and Com- | 
pany directors? This attack was made | 
because Irishmen were honest and true. | 
The hon. Member who had raised the ques- 
tion was not a very old Member of the) 
House, nor had he been a British subjec: | 
long. Pitt was the son of a Prime Minister ; | 
he had been from his earliest years con- 
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the House. Several years ago Mr. Clad- | 


scorned. 


as an attack on Ireland _ itself, 
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dissolution. Of course, they did not. A 
Reform Bill was a trump card held in the 
hand. The last election was won on the 
war; the next was to be won, if possible, on 
the destruction of Irish representation. 
Everything that had been done with 
regard to Ireland was done grudgingly 
and meanly. When England got her 
Reform Bill in 1832, the Irish rotten 
boroughs, such as Portarlington and 
Cashel, were left. When five Irish Mem- 
bers were added, one of them was to 
Trinity College, Dublin. That was the 
English idea of reform for Ireland. The 
Irish representatives were scorned because 
the people whom they represented were 
Therefore, anything in the 
nature of an attack on the representation 
would be regarded by the Irish Members 
and 
Let England go 





nected with British politics ; he entered the | requited accordingly. 
House of Commons at the age of twenty- | on, and prosper in her efforts. Whether 
three; but though inclined to reform, | Ireland was disfranchised or not, the 
he did not venture to advocate it as a/ flag of Irish nationality would be upheld, 
Government measure, so clear was he| and the Irish representatives would 
about the difficulties surrounding it.| continue to protest in favour of the 
Once or twice he tentatively expressed | defenceless and oppressed, to unmask 
his opinions, distinctly stating that they | England’s hypocrisy and deception, and to 
were not Ministerial utterances. Like the show up her money-making propensities. 
present First Lord of the Treasury, he In their individual capacity he was sure 
was a doctrinaire reformer. He held they would be the last to perpetrate an 
the same pious opinion with regard to | injustice or go into the lobby for what 
reform as the right hon. Gentleman held | they knew to be wrong. He had been a 
with regard to female suffrage. When great many years in the House, and he 
the Act of Union was passed—an Act | thought he might claim that he had 
which, according to the right hon. | fought his corner as a party politician 
Gentleman the Member for Dublin pretty well. It was no use hon. Members 
University was carried by the grossest opposite coming up to them in the lobl y 
Parliamentary corruption of any age—j and saying, “how do you do, old man,” 
still there was no reform. But where | and sympathising with their views, 
Pitt was fearful to tread, the hon. Mem- | because they must either be for them or 
ber for Romford, with all the inexperience | against them. The Irish cause would 
of a new Member and of a somewhat | go on and would extend to the colonies 
new Englishman, rushed boldly in. | wherever there were any Irishmen who 
This zeal for equal constituencies came | felt that their country had been wronged. 
strangely from the party who from 1765 | 
to 1832—when they were forced to con-| *(1.46.) Sim H. MEYSEY-THOMPSON 
sider the question literally at the point | (Staffordshire, Handsworth) said that in 
of the bayonet—kept up the system of | hisownconstituencythe Handsworth divi- 
the old unreformed Parliament, under | sion of Staffordshire there were 22,500 
which two Members represented three voters. There were in this division, two 
stones and two nails in a wall, and two large towns, Handsworth and Smeth- 
others represented a mound near Stone- | wich, each containing well over 50,000 
henge. Redistribution was wanted | inhabitants. It also contained an agri- 
merely for the purpose of destroying | cultural and a colliery district, and in 
ish representation. The Government addition, all freehold voters in the large 
had been reproached for not having ‘towns of Walsall, Wednesbury, West 
introduced a Reform Bill before the last | Bromwich, Tipton, and Darlaston. This — 
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case did not come into the category of the | over-represented. The figures are incon. 
places referred to by the First Lord of | testable, and if Ireland were part of 
the Treasury, where additional represen- | England instead of being a separate 
tation was asked for on the ground of a | country united to us the case would be 
mere numerical counting of heads. | unarguable. What are the facts? The 
‘fake the case of Smethwick, for example, | representation of Ireland was based upon 
which had a population of about 54,000 the Act of Union, and dated from that 
and a Mayor, Corporation, and Bench time. That Act was as solemn a bargain 
of Magistrates of its own. It had very and compact as it was possible for two 
large interests in trade and. manu- Kingdoms to enter into with one another, 
factures, and its own civic life quite) No one doubts that Parliament, in the 
distinct in every wayfrom the equally plentitude of its power, and representing 
large and important town of Hands- the whole sovereign authority of the 
worth. Nor did this division come into people, is legally competent to overrule 
the class of county constituencies referred any legislation. I think the hon. Member 
to by the right hon. Member for East | for South Donegal is too good a lawyer to 
Fife, where, if the non-resident freehold dispute that. But there is something 
voters were eliminated, there would be more than the legal power which we 
nothing to complain of, for,in the case ought to consider in this matter. When 
of the Handsworth constituency if all Ireland entered into that bargain, nothing 
the non-resident freehold voters were was said about any changes that might 
taken away there would still be enough arise in respect of population, and no 
voters left to have a right to claim two reservation was made of that kind by 
Members. He would not detain the England and Scotland. The bargain 
House any longer as the facts he had | was made, so far as the terms go, for all 
given were more eloquent than any re-| time, and Ireland is entitled to claim 
marks he could make. He thought the the adherence of Great Britain to the 
House would agree with him, that it | bargain. 
was a scandal to their system of repre-| Of course the Act of Union upon 
sentation that two such important some points has been departed from. I 
towns, and the other districts contained will take the most obvious one, which is 
in the constituency, should have to share familiar to our minds, I mean the case 
between them one single Member of | of the Irish Protestant Episcopalian 
Parliament. Established Church, the permanence of 
which was guaranteed by the Act of 
(1.50.) Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen,S.): The Union. In that respect Parliament 
intimation which fell from the first Lord | overruled the Act of Union, but under 
of the Treasury that the Government what circumstances? It was done with 
considered this question one which they the consent of a majority of the Irish 
might probably deal with before the end! Members and the consent of a large 
of this Parliament appears to have given | majority of the Irish people. Therefore, 
an importance to this discussion which it | morally—and it is from the moral side 
would not otherwise have enjoyed. | that I am arguing the question —Ireland 
Perhaps this makes it desirable that a| gave her consent to the change. No 
very few considerations beyond those one can say that the change was made 
already given should be stated to the in violation of the wishes and feelings 
House. At the same time, I shall put of the people of Ireland. No one would 
these considerations in the shortest deny that the enormous majority of the 
possible form, because to enter upon a people of Ireland are opposed to any 
discussion of the grave issues involved | reduction in their Parliamentary repre 
would certainly be unsuitable on this| sentation, and that leads me to ask 
Amendment. The question has two, whether it is worth while for any English 
aspects—the aspect in which it relates to Party to diminish the representation of 
Ireland, and the aspect in which it fore- Ireland, and strike this blow at this 
shadows a general Redistribution Bill.; part of the Act of Union, in order to 
As for Ireland, it must, of course, be | obtaina Party advantage. I venture to 
admitted that looked at from the point | say that the injury which would be done 
of view of population Ireland is at present | to the politics of this country by de 


Sir H. Meysey-Thompson. 
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As was well pointed out by my 
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parting from the Act of Union, in this | seats. 
respect, against the will of the people of | right hon. friend the Member for East 
Ireland, and without giving Ireland any | Fife it would involve the abolition of 


advantage, would be a great blow, and | plural voting, and I would not oppose 
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would give Ireland a stronger constitu-| such a desirable change. In the 
tional grievance than she has ever yet | third place, it would probably involve the 
had. I do not think that any English | destruction of the representation of the 
politican ought to look with indifference | historic boroughs which now exist in this. 
on any policy which would add fuel to | country. When you come to redistribute,. 
the flame of Irish discontent. I admit | you will probably be driven to a system. 
that iffsuch a diminution were to be} based upon large areas of population, 
accompanied by a large concession of | which would take little account of the 
local automony to Ireland, that country | historic continuity of the boroughs. In- 
would have a quid pro quo, and they | stead of having the present system, we 
would regard it in a different light; but | should have Members for the fifth or the 
that is not included in the motion before seventh district of Lancashire or York- 
us, and it does not appear to be con-|shire. I think such a change would be 
templated by those who advocate the | in many respects unfortunate, for it would. 
change. Ireland is governed in violation | not preserve the historic continuity of our 
of, and against the wishes of, a ar Seen Fourthly it would benecessary 
majority of the Irish people. It has been|to have a new Boundary Bill; and a 
said that Ireland is a species of Crown | Boundary Bill—as is well known by those 
Colony, that it is governed independently who have had experience, like the right 
of the Members from Ireland, and carries | hon. baronet the Member for the Forest of 
on its own government irrespective of | Dean—isan extremely serious and difficult 
the wishes of the majority of the Irish | matter, and it is one which can only be 
representatives. Do you want to in- properly carried out by agreement between 
crease that grievance? I submit that | both sides of the House, as was done in 
that is a change which, whatever the | 1885. 
figures may be, ought not to be con- Here let me remark that the system 
templated except in connection with of redistribution would have to be 
some scheme which would bring the} based upon some sort of agreement or 
Irish people into better harmony with compromise between the two sides of the 
this country, and give her some power | House if it was to be carried within any 
of controlling her own local affairs be-| reasonable time, because you have such a. 
yond that which she at present enjoys. (large number of questions to consider 
The other aspect of the matter is the | that it would take an almost incalculable 








general one of having a complete Redis- 
tribution Bill, and I understand that 
that view commends itself to His 
Majesty's Government ; at any rate the 
observation of the First Lord of the 
Treasury appears to pointin that direction. 
Of course, there are what are called ano- 
malies in our representative system, which 
is not perfect. Our system is not strictly 
based on population, and some constitu- 
encies are larger than others, and every 
vote is not of equal value. But this 
question of a general Redistribution Bill 
is a little more serious than some hon. 
Members who have handled this topic 
appear to think. It would involve a 
great many more changes than they have 
fully realised. As was well observed by 
the hon. Member who seconded the 
Amendment, one of the first things would 
be the disappearance of the University 


amount of Parliamentary time to settle 
any general Redistribution Bill except by 
|an agreement between the parties con- 
cerned. The right hon. Gentleman, who 
was associated with the Prime Minister 
in 1885, will bear me out in what 
Isay. Under these circumstances, surely 
this is a very large undertaking. Do- 
not let me be misunderstood. I do 
not say that in principle we can 
depart from what we have said re- 
garding Ireland. I do not object to 
the principle that representation should 
be in proportion to the population, but 
I do wish to point out to the House that 
a very large number of questions are 
involved, and that these are questions of 
the greatest difficulty and complexity, 
and would require one full session of 
Parliament to deal with them. I do not 
argue that, but unless there was some 
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sort of arrangement between the two 
sides of the House, I think the session 
would find itself pretty well overloaded 
supposing the scheme should be fought at 
almost every stage. Considering how little 
our crop of social legislation has been 
during the last few years, and how much 
we want those domestic reforms on which 
I hope our minds, without distinction of 
Party, are for the most part bent—social 
legislation for the benefit of the mass of 
the people of the country—I do ask the 
House to pause before it encourages the 
Government to undertake an enormous 
task, which would necessarily involve the 
suspension of social legislation, and would 
raise a host of difficulties the mere 
naming of which is enough to show how 
serious and how far reaching they would 


be. 


*(2.35.) Mr. COCHRANE § (Ayr- 
shire, N.) said that the hon. Member 
for South Donegal was hardly 
fair to his hon. friend the Member 
for Wandsworth in the concluding 
portion of his speech, when he de- 
scribed the interesting speech of his 
hon. friend as contributiug nothing 
new to the controversy in which they 
were engaged. He thought the House 
and the country owed a great debt of 
grattude to his hon. friend for the 
persistency and industry with which 
he had followed up the subject, not 
only in the House but in his valuable 
contributions to the Press. It was 
therefore the more remarkable that 
the ‘name of the hon. Member for 
Wandsworth did not appear as the 
mover of the Amendment instead of 
the hon. Member for Romford. That. 
he thought, pointed to the fact that the 
present occasion was not the most 
suitable for raising this question. It 
led to no definite issue, and hon. 
Members like himself who were keenly 
interested in the question would, if the 
Amendment were carried to a division, 
be obliged to vote against it, although 
they were substantially in agreement 
with it. The hon. Member for Rom-. 
ford in his speech said that the Amend- 
ment was divided into two parts, but 
his speech only dealt with one. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, 
Romford) said he dealt with both parts, 


Mr. Bryce. 
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though only briefly with the second 
part. 


*Mr. COCHRANE said he did not hear 
any allusion to the second part 
of the Amendment, and that had 
led to the misapprehension. At any 
rate tue main part of the debate had 
been directed to the first and most 
urgent part of the Amendment, viz., the 
question of the redistribution of seats, 
There were undoubtedly defects and 
anomalies in the present system of dis- 
tribution. They were patent, and were 
admitted by the First Lord of the 
Treasury in his speech to-day. His 
right hon. friend said that those 
anomalies and defects were great and 
growing, and likely togrow. That was 
a sufficient argument to show that the 
subject was, at any rate, ripe for dis- 
cussion, although an Amendment to the 
Address was not the proper form in 
which to discuss it. It was obvious, 
therefore that the discussion was some- 
what of an academic character, and that 
as the First Lord of the Treasury had 
said they were forcing an open door, 
His right hon. friend said that they 
should not make it too much of a 
national question. He ventured to say 
it was impossible to keep the national 
element out of the discussion. It 
obtruded itself at every turn, and every 
speaker who had spoken up to the 
present had alluded to it, and no one 
more than the hon. member for S. 
Donegal. Therefore they could not 
altogether ignore the national element, 
and that brought him to the point which 
affected his constituents more than any- 
thing else. They could not avoid a 
comparison between the representation 
of Scotland and that of Ireland, when 
they saw that Scotland with a popula- 
tion not less wealthy, and not less intelli- 
gent had only 72 _ representatives, 
whereas Ireland had 103. That was 
a great inequality which really deserved 
and demanded a remedy. Hisright hon. 
friend the First Lord of the Treasury 
said that the question of numbers 
was probably the most important ques- 
tion to be considered in fairly apportion- 
ing representation to the different parts 
of the country. His right hon. friend 
said it was not vital, but that it was most 
important. Undoubtedly it was most 
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important. Where a numerous population | 
was attracted there would be found’) 
energy, industry, and opportunity for | 
earning money, but where the popul-| 
tion was declining those qualifications 
would be found wanting. Again, in 
Ireland the contribution to the Imperial 
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Exchequer was only 2°43, whereas that. 


of Scotland was something like 44 times 
ag much. That was an element which 
Seottish members were bound to bring 
before the House as worthy of considera- 
tion in fixing the proper proportion of 
Scotland’s representation. Their popu- 
lation was increasing very rapidly—it 
was equal to that. of Ireland—whereas if 
they took the arguments of hon. members 
opposite as serious, the population of 


was rapidly approaching the vanishing 
point. If that were so, there was no 
reason why Ireland should be largely 
over-represented. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Give us 


our own Parliament, and take back the | 


Act of Union. 


*Mr. COCHRANE said he did not 
know how far he would be entitled to 
discuss the Act of Union and its bearing 
in the Amendment, but he might per- 
haps be allowed to refer to one point 
which had :been already alluded to by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for South Aberdeen. The right hon. 
Gentleman, in the most lucid style. 
laid down%the proposition that nothing 
in the Act of Union took away 


from the supreme power of the Imperial | 


Parliament to alter that Act. That 
coming from such an authority was 
most important. But if they looked | 
at the Articles of the Act of Union, the 
opinion of the right hon. Gentleman | 
would be still further strengthened. 
Articlé 4 provided that there should be, 
a hundred members representing Irish 
constituencies, and Article 5 referred to 
the Established Church in Ireland. 
The latter Article contained the phrase | 
that the maintenance and the continu- 
ance of the Established Church should 
be deemed and taken to be a funda- 
mental part of the Union, although 
there was nosuch provision in reference 
to the representation of Ireland. If the 
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ito draw attention 


| representation 
| United Kingdom without at the same 
|time increasing the other part. 





Imperial Parliament were able to upset 
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an essential and fundamental part of 
the Act. of Union, surely it had also- 
the right to interfere in an Article 
which was not regarded as either essen- 
tial or fundamental. He thought his 
argument. showed that no_ special’ 
sanctity could possibly attach to Article 
4. The conditions of the representation: 
early in the last century had heen 
alluded to, but he would point out that- 


the K ing’s Speech. 


_at the time of the Union the population 


in Ireland was much larger, and that of 


,Great Britain. much smaller than at 


present, and the proportions had been 
considerably altered.. The population of 
Ireland was one-third of that of Great 
Britian then, now it was one-eighth, 


_and no one could possibly urge that the 
Ireland was not only decreasing, but | 


number of Members suitable for Ireland 
when the population of Ireland was 
one-third that of England was the proper 
representation now that it was only 
one-eighth. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
Put us all out. 


*Mr. COCHRANE said he did not 
catch thee observation of the hon. 
Member, but he would like to point out 
that there was now a considerable Irish 
representation in large industrial 
centres of Great Britain. Irishmen had 
had the sense to recognise that where 
industrial enterprise and good order 
prevailed, that was the place for Irish- 
men to goto. And they had increased 
representation in that way. He did not 
think it was the proper time to go as 
fully into this question as he would 
have liked to do, but he felt compelled 
to the fact that 
while the representation of Scotland was 
fixed at 45 by the Act of 1707 it 
had now been increased to 727, hence, 
if it was open to Parliament to 
redress inequality by increasing the 
of one part of the 


Hon. 
Members would agree that it was 
perfectly open to Great Britain to 
deal with the matter in that way, but 
it would be an extremely cumbrous 
method, and in his opinion the better 
way would be to reduce to its proper 
proportion the representation that came 
from Ireland. He had every confidence 
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friends on the Government Bench, but he 
in the statements made by his right hon. 
thought everyone would be glad if tho 
matter were taken in hand at an early 
date, and some progress made. It was 
admittedly a difficult matter to deal 
with, having regard to such questions as 
population, wealth and historic associa- 
tions, and the great differences with 
regard to boundaries, but he believed 
any action taken by the Government 
in this matter would receive the support 
of the country, as it certainly would the 
almost unanimous support of the 
Unionist party. 


*(2.50) Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) : 
I did not intend to intervene in this de- 
bate until I heard the able speech of the 
hon. Member who has just sat down, 
but he put forward a certain proposition 
which I could not silently acquiesce in 
withont the risk of appearing to assent 
to it. It isa very remarkable thing that 
an Amendment of this grave moment 
should be brought forward by two 
Members sitting on opposite sides of the 
House and that it should be discussed in 
a House when less than forty Conser- 
vative Members, anda smaller number of 
Liberals were present during the greater 
part of the discussion, when an attempt 
is made to reconstruct the great and 
glorious British Constitution. If any 
question was calculated to excite the 
attention, and to call for the attendance 
of all the Members of this House, one 
would have imagined it would have 
been such a question as this. I recollect 
in the vacation reading the speeches of 
two leading members of the Cabinet. 
One of those, a most experienced person 
in every sense of the word, talked of 
this scheme of redistribution, and des- 
cribed it as a “tinkering of the Consti- 
tution ;”’ the other, also a very eminent 
and important member of the Cabinet, 
delivered a long and eloquent speech, 
cautioning his own supporters and 
followers, and warning them that they 
could not possibly foresee or anticipate 
the result of embarking on this scheme 
of redistribution. 

What is suggested here is to pull 
down the whole of the old structure of 
representation and to build it up anew. 
We know what a dangerous task it is to 
pull down an old house that has stood 


Mr. Cochrane. 
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‘the battle and the breeze” for many a 
long year, and when we pull down the 
house and commence to build another 
in its place, we at once apply, and put 
into requisition, all the scientific improve- 
ments, and all the modern ideas applic- 
able to architecture, which were never 
dreamt of when the old mansion was 
erected. And if we once now admit 
that the basis of representation is to 
be mere numbers, where are we to 
stop? We must first consider the ques- 
tion, who shall be the constituents. 
The hon. Member who seconded this 
Amendment talked of numbers, but he 
must recollect this, that if we are to 
form a new constitution—to set up a 
constitution upon lines strictly logical and 
strictly conformable to the various ideas of 
the present generation, the first question 
to arise would be, “ Who are to be the 
constituents?” And that would at once 
land us in the question of whether those 
having'the power to make laws and dispose 
of the life and liberty of every subject of 
the realm should consist of not merely 
6,800,000 out of 30,000,000 or 40,000,000 
of population, but whether manhood suff- 
rage should not constitute the electorate. 
I am not advocating manhood suffrage. 
I merely refer to it to show the sea of 
trouble into which you are likely to launch 
the good old ship “The British Con- 
stitution” if you open up this question of 
redistribution. |My hon. friend also 
referred to the question of plurality of 
votes. I have always been in favour 
of one man one vote; but then, again, 
the question as to woman suffrage arises, 
and we know what a storm that has 
raised, and does still, even under the 
existing state of —W All these matters 
will have to be considered. It is not such 
a simple matter to say that every 10,000 
voters should have one Member. The 
question at once arises, “ Who shall be 
the voters, and how are the unre- 
presented class to be fully represented ?” 
I regret that this question has been 
brought forward at all in this shape, 
because it should be brought foward 
only on the responsibility of the 
Minister of the day, after full discussion 
with his colleagues, and with a fore- 
cast as to the consequences it might 
entail on the country. Here we have 
an Amendment which actually sug- 
gests not only a redistribution of seats. 
in the three kingdoms, but also that the 
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colonies should be represented in the! *Mr. COCHRANE: Does the right 
Imperial Parliament. What a vista that | hon. Gentlenian contend that anything 
opens! That means that we are to have | in this Act of Union took away from the 
the power of taxing the colonies. Imperial Parliament the power to deal 


' 0 . _,, with any portion of that Act of Unio 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR: explained | os the teat nion 

that, ashe had before stated, hissuggestion | ; 
was only that an Imperial Defence Council | 

should be instituted in this country, and | *Mr. HEMPHILL: I gave way to the 
not that colonia! Members should be bon. Member; but I deprecate inter- 
introduced into the House. ruption until I have concluded my 
argument. I say that that was a treaty, 

*Mr. HEMPHILL: Of course, I accept which must be dealt with on the same 
the hon. Member's statement. I had not | Principles of law as a treaty between 
the advantage of hearing his speech, but | England and Germany, or England 
Ihave the Amendment before me, and | and France, or England and _ any 
that says— (other State. Iam not going at length 
“ And which willalso provide for the permanent into the question of how far the 
representation of the British Dominioos beyond United Parliament could legally rescind 
the seas in the Imperial Parliament.” or alter the fundamental article except 
and one of my ideas isthat representation with the consent of the contracting 
and taxation should always go together. If parties. That is the whole point. In 
we admitted in proportion to population— the speech of the hon. and learned 
for that would be the thesis of the | Member for South Donegal there was an 
argument—representatives of Australia, interruption referring to the dis- 
Canada, South Africa, and all the other establishment of the Irish Church. 
colonies, not only would this House have The distinction is that the majority of 
to be pulled down and rebuilt on a much the Irish Members, obeying the mandate 
larger scale, but we who have sat under the | of the great majority of the Irish people, 
old régime would hardly know where to were for years urging this United 
findourselves. ‘The whole matterisamere Parliament to repeal that particular 
academic suggestion, and we are really to- article of the Act of Union. In like man- 
night playing with athunderbolt. Thelast ner if the time should ever arrive when 
speaker referred to the Act of Union. | the Irish people, speaking through the 
That Act was a treaty between two mouths of their representatives, demand 
independent Parliaments. Hon. Gentle- from this House that the original 
men opposite are doubtless quite aware fundamental number of 100 Members 
—for they are all men of culture and | should be either diminished or increased, 
education—that the Irish Parliament up to it will, of course, be competent for this 
the time of the Act of Union was absolutely House to yield to that demand. There 
independent of the English Parliament, is a principle at the bottom of all 
and that Ireland was a separate kingdom | contracts which it requires no lawyer 
from Great Britain. The Crown was the to understand, and that is, that when 

only link between the two kingdoms. |a bargain is struck—whether between - 
The two countries entered into a two men or two nations makes no 
solemn compact, which, for the purposes difference—that bargain must be held 
of my observations, only I take to have to be binding unless both consent to 
been a fair compact. Ireland had a its alteration or modification. Accord- 
Parliament of 300 Members repre- ing to the argument of the other side, 
senting the boroughs, counties, and the whole Act of Union might be 
different elements of the Irish nation. treated as so much waste paper: it 
They gave up their Parliament and might cease to be a compact, with the 
united with England. They gave the terrible result that it would involve 
United Parliament of England, Wales, what in other countries has been called 
Scotland and Ireland, power to tax and|a coup d'état, and actually absolve the 
make laws for them, and the fundamental | Irish people from that allegiance which 
condition of that agreement was that | they are bound to pay, and have always 
they were to have 100 Members in| readily paid, to the sovereignty of the 


the United Parliament. _ | British Crown. It is, therefore, most dan- 
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friends on the Government Bench, but he 
in the statements made by his right hon. 
thought everyone would be glad if the 
matter were taken in hand at an early 
date, and some progress made. It was 
admittedly a difficult matter to deal 
with, having regard to such questions as 
population, wealth and historic associa- 
tions, and the great differences with 
regard to boundaries, but he believed 
any action taken by the Government 
in this matter would receive the support 
of the country, as it certainly would the 
almost unanimous support of the 
Unionist party. 


Address in Reply to 


*(2.50) Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): | 


I did not intend to intervene in this de- 
bate until I heard the able speech of the 
hon. Member who has just sat down, 
but he put forward a certain proposition 
which I could not silently acquiesce in 
without the risk of appearing to assent 
to it. It isa very remarkable thing that 


an Amendment of this grave moment | 


should be brought forward by two 
Members sitting on opposite sides of the 
House and that it should be discussed in 
a House when less than forty Conser- 
vative Members, anda smaller number of 
Liberals were present during the greater 
part of the discussion, when an attempt 
is made to reconstruct the great and 
glorious British Constitution. If any 
question was calculated to excite the 
attention, and to call for the attendance 
of all the Members of this House, one 
would have imagined it would have 
been such a question as this. I recollect 


in the vacation reading the speeches of | 


two leading members of the Cabinet. 
One of those, a most experienced person 
in every sense of the word, talked of 
this scheme of redistribution, and des- 
cribed it as a “tinkering of the Consti- 


tution ;’’ the other, also a very eminent | 


and important member of the Cabinet, 
delivered a long and eloquent speech, 
cautioning his own supporters and 
followers, and warning them that they 
could not possibly foresee or anticipate 
the result of embarking on this scheme 
of redistribution. 

What is suggested here is to pull 
down the whole of the old structure of 
representation and to build it up anew. 
We know what a dangerous task it is to 
pull down an old house that has stood 
Mr. 


Jochrane. 





{COMMONS} 





the King’s Speech. 


‘the battle and the breeze” for many a 
| long year, and when we pull down the 
| house and commence to build another 
|in its place, we at once apply, and put 
| into requisition, all the scientific improve- 
| ments, and all the modern ideas applic- 
|able to architecture, which were never 
|dreamt of when the old mansion was 

erected. And if we once now admit 

that the basis of representation is to 
| be mere numbers, where are we to 
|stop? We must first consider the ques- 
‘tion, who shall be the constituents. 
|The hon. Member who seconded this 
| Amendment talked of numbers, but he 
must recollect this, that if we are to 

form a new constitution—to set up a 
constitution upon lines strictly logical and 
strictly conformable to the various ideas of 
the present generation, the first question 
| to arise would be, “Who are to be the 
| constituents 7’? And that would at once 
land us in the question of whether those 

having'the power to make laws and dispose 
of the life and liberty of every subject of 
|the realm should consist of not merely 

6,800,000 out of 30,000,000 or 40,000,000 
| of population, but whether manhood suff- 

rage should not constitute the electorate. 

I am not advocating manhood suffrage. 

I merely refer to it to show the sea of 

trouble into which you are likely to launch 

the good old ship “The British Con- 
stitution” if you open up this question of 
redistribution. |My hon. friend also 
referred to the question of plurality of 
votes. I have always been in favour 
of one man one vote; but then, again, 
| the question as to woman suffrage arises, 
(and we know what a storm that has 
raised, and does still, even under the 
existing state of things. All these matters 
will have to be considered. It is not such 
a simple matter to say that every 10,000 
| voters should have one Member. The 
question at once arises, “ Who shall be 
the voters, and how are the unre- 
| presented class to be fully represented 1” 
|1 regret that this question has been 
brought forward at all in this shape, 
because it should be brought foward 
only on the responsibility of the 
Minister of the day, after full discussion 
with his colleagues, and with a fore- 
cast as to the consequences it might 
entail on the country. Here we have 
an Amendment which actually  sug- 





gests not only a redistribution of seats 


| in the three kingdoms, but also that the 
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colonies should be represented in the 
Imperial Parliament. What a vista that 
opens! That means that we are to have 
the power of taxing the colonies. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR: explained 
that, ashe had before stated, his suggestion 
was only that an Imperial Defence Council 
should be instituted in this country, and 
not that colonia’ Members should be 
introduced into the House. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL: Of course, I accept 
the hon. Member’s statement. I had not 
the advantage of hearing his speech, but 
Ihave the Amendment before me, and 
that says— 

“* And which willalso provide for the permanent 
representation of the British Dominious beyond 
the seas in the Imperial Parliament.” 
and one of my ideas is that representation 
and taxation should always go together. If 
we admitted in proportion to population— 
for that would be the thesis of the 
argument—representatives of Australia, 
Canada, South Africa, and all the other 
colonies, not only would this House have 
to be pulled down and rebuilt on a much 
larger scale, but we whe have sat under the 
old régime would hardly know where to 
find ourselves. The whole matter is a mere 
academic suggestion, and we are really to- 
night playing with athunderbolt. The last 
speaker referred to the Act of Union. 
That Act was a treaty between two 
independent Parliaments. Hon. Gentle- 
men opposite are doubtless quite aware 
—for they are all men of culture and 
education—that the Irish Parliament up to 
the time of the Act of Union was absolutely 
independent of the English Parliament, 
and that Ireland was a separate kingdom 
from Great Britain. The Crown was the 
only link between the two kingdoms. 
The two countries entered into a 
solemn compact, which, for the purposes 
of my observations, only I take to have 


been a fair compact. Ireland had a 
Parliament of 300 Members  repre- 
senting the boroughs, counties, and 


different elements of the Irish nation. 
They gave up their Parliament and 
united with England. They gave the 
United Parliament of England, Wales, 
Scotland and Ireland, power to tax and 
make laws forthem, and the fundamental 
condition of that agreement was that 
they were to have 100 Members in 
the United Parliament. 
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*Mr. COCHRANE: Does the right 

hon. Gentleman contend that anything 
in this Act of Union took away from the 
Iinperial Parliament the power to deal 
with any portion of that Act of Union 
as they chose ? 


*Mr. HEMPHILL: I gave way to the 
hon. Member; but I deprecate inter- 
ruption until I concluded my 
argument. I say that that was a treaty. 
which must be dealt with on the same 
principles of law as a treaty between 
England «nd Germany, or England 
and France, or England and = any 
other State. Lam not going at length 
into the question of how far the 
United Parliament could legally rescind 
or alter the fundamental article except 
with the consent of the contracting 
parties. That is the whole point. In 
the speech of the hon. and learned 
Member for South Donegal there was an , 
interruption referring to the dis- 
establishment of the Irish Chureh. 
The distinction is that the majority of 
the Irish Members, obeying the mandate 
of the great majority of the lrish people., 


1 
nave 


were for years urging this United’ 
Parliament to repeal that particular. 


article of the Act of Union. In like man- 
ner if the time should ever arrive when 
the Irish people, speaking through the 
mouths of their representatives, demand 
from this House that the original] 
fundamental number of 100 Members 
should be either diminished or increased, .. 
it will, of course, be competent for this , 
House to yield to that demand. There 
is a principle at the bottom of all 
contracts which it requires no lawyer ~ 
to understand, and that is, that when 
a bargain is struck—whether hetween , 
two nations makes no- 
difference—that bargain must be held- 
to be binding unless both consent to 
its alteration or modification. Accord- 
ing to the argument of the other side, 


men or two 


the whole Act of Union might \be 
treated as so much waste paper: it 


might cease to be a compact, with the 
terrible result that it would involve 
what in other countries has been called 
a coun d'état, and -actually absolve the 
Irish people from that allegiance which 
they are bound to pay, and have always 
readily paid, to the sovereignty of the 


| British Crown. It is, therefore, most dan- 


3B 
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gerous for hon. Members to advance the 
argument that because with the consent 
of the majority of the Irish people the 
Irish Church was disestablished, you 
can, without that consent, alter, the 
article of the Act of Union under which 
they are entitled to 100 Members. I 
firmly and unhesitatingly contend that, 
without risking a revolution, you must 
maintain, as long as they insist on it, 
at least 100 Members in this Imperial 
Parliament. Thereis one wayand one way 
only out of it—by granting Home Rule ; 
but as long as you maintain the Union in 
its integrity, you cannot violate against 
the will of one of the consenting parties, a 
compact introduced for the benefit of 
that party. I know the number has 
been increased. Sut that also was 
by consent of the Irish Members. 
One is always ready to make an altera- 
tidn for one’s own benefit. It is no 
answer at all to say that, because 
originally there were 100, and after- 
wards 105 Members, there has been 
a rescession of the orginal compact. 

However; I feel that | am beating the 
air. Lam sorry the debate has assumed so 
grave and serious an aspect. The occasion 
is altogether unworthy of the serious- 
ness with which it has been treated, 
and I regret that any fresh ground 
should have been given upon which to 
found an apprehension of a desire— 
which | do not believe to exist—on the 
part of the English people knowingly and 
deliberately to create a new grievance, 
and to be guilty of the greatest of all 
the acts of injustice of which they have 
ever been} guilty, towards the Irish 


people. 
*(3.10.) Mr. PLUMMER (Neweastle- 


on-Tyne) said that from the speeches 
they had heard, it might have been 
thought they were listening to speeches 
delivered fifty years ago from the old 
erusted Tory Benches, but for the fact 
that all the fearsand the warnings as 
to 'the dangers of the franchise being 
exténded in this or that direction, had 
come from the Liberal Benches, while 
those who were willing to trust the 
people sat upon the modern Conserva- 
tive Benches. The right hon. Gentleman 
opposite had raised another point, 
namely that the Act of Union was a 
bargain which could not be interfered with 


Mr. v5 mphill. 
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without the consent of the two parties. 
Surely the necessary complement to that 
was that Home Rule could not be 
granted without the consent of this 
country and Scotland, as well asof Ireland. 
As one of the representatives of the 
largest undivided urban constituency 
in the country, he knew that New- 
castle was keenly interested in the 
subject under discussion. He ventured 
to think, as it was a patent fact that 
there was no intentior to legislate 
in the direction suggested by this 
Amendment this session, it was 
unnecessary for him to occupy the 
attention of thel House at any length, 
but he confessed that he for one 
was glad of the opportunity pre- 
sented by the Amendment of the 
hon. Member for the Romford Division 
for discussing what was regarded by 
many Conservative members as a most 
important question, and one which was 
growing in importance every day. 

He desired to speak more upon the 
first part of the Amendment than upon 
the portion which had reference to 
colonial representation. He did not dis- 
agree with the idea underlying the latter 
part of the motion, but he felt that it was 
not ripe for legislation—certainly not so 
ripe as the first part, which, probably, all 
parties would admit was well within the 
range of practical politics. Undoubtedly 
there were many reasons which might be 
advanced in favour of this legislation, but 
he preferred to advance one only, namely 
that for a country such as this, with 
its constantly increasing population, its 
continuous migration from country to 
town, sooner or later a redistribution Bill 
became a measure of actual necessity, if 
that House was to retain that of which it 
had always proudly boasted, namely, its 
representative character. 

In supporting the Amendment he desired 
to avoid as far as possible quoting statistics. 
That part of the question had been well 
and ably dealt with by the hon. Mem- 
ber for the Wandsworth Division, and 
he would not quote any more figures, 
because he was well aware that the House 
had no appetite for statistics. He pre- 
ferred to advocate the Amendment from a 
broader point of view, as a measure of 
justice to large and important places, and 
large sections of the population of this 
country, who, he was satisfied and con- 





vinced in his own mind, were at present 
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being most unjustly dealt with. In his con- 
stituency they had endeavoured as far as 
possible to keep this matter free from 
party politics, and he was glad to say that 
both party associations, the Liberal and 
the Conservative Associations, had united 
in Newcastle with the City Council with 
the object of furthering this important 
question. And he might bring ample evi- 
dence from both sides of the House to 
show that hon. Gentlemen and right hon. 
Gentlemen of both parties had from time 
to time expressed their views that this 
was a question calling for legislation 
sooner or later. He was glad to eall into 
the witness box two right hon. Gentle- 
men on the Front Opposition Beneh— 
the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 


Pa] 


ber for East Fife, and the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouth, who, if he might say so, was to 
him a new Member—the most interesting 
historical figure in that assembly. The 
right hon, Gentleman the Member for 
East Fife, only in December last, declared 
that redistribution was necessary, while 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Monmouth, as far back as 1893, 
said the subject must be dealt with very 
soon, Now, time and circumstances no 
doubt, alter cases; but in this instance 
time and circumstances had done nothing 
except to strengthen the claim which they 
had ventured to put forward, and for 
which they demanded consideration at 
the hands of His Majesty’s Government. 
Hon. Members were impressed with a 
state of affairs under which over 15,000 
votes recorded for one hon. Member at the 
last General Election in one part of the 
United Kingdom, esunted in the division 
lobby for no more than the 1,000 votes 


or less, recorded for another hon. Member | 


in another part of the kingdom. The 
relative representation of thedifferent parts 
of the United Kingdom had been referred 
to, showing that Scotland had three too 
many members, and Ireland thirty-one too 
many, while England and Waleshad thirty- 
four members too few. He asserted 
that, upon those figures alone, there 
was a basis for legislation. The fact 
that some 35,000. or 40,000 electors 
in one portion of Essex had only the 
same voting power as 2,000 or 3,000 
electors in Waterford or Newry, fully 
justified the claim they were putting 
forward. There was one fact alone which 
ought to be sufficient. Since the last 


Reform Bill and redistribution measure, | 


{29 January 1902} 





the King’s Speech. 1254 


the population of England and Wales had 
increased by 5,300,000,and that of Scot- 
land by 615,000, while the population of 
Ireland, unfortunately, had greatly de- 
creased by 480,000, and yet, in spite of 
that fact, the representation remained the 
same to-day as it was years ago. Nor 
was the migration of the population from 
the country to towns confined to one por- 
tion of the United Kingdom. They 
found the same thing going on in Ireland 
itself ; and he stated it as a fact, signifi- 
cant or otherwise, that where the 
population had increased, there Unionism 
had prevailed. That fact had an im- 
portant bearing upon a point which he 
had always thought had not received full 
consideration. What was it which caused 
the Liberal party and the distinguished 
man by whom at that time it was led, to 
lend a willing ear to Home Rule, except 
the apparent fact that three-quarters of 
the [rish people were in favour of that 
demand ? That never really represented 
the true facts of the case, because if the 
Irish representation had been redis- 
tributed then, as it ought to be now, 
they would have found that avery different 
result might have been brought for- 
ward on the floor of that House. 
Unfortunately time would not permit 
him to deal with the arguments with 
regard to the Act of Union. It was 
somewhat curious, however, that those 
who had never hitherto seen anything 
but vice in the Act of Union should 
now find in it some virtue after all, 
though they failed to make the discovery 
at the time of the Disestablishment of the 
Irish Church. The right hon. Gentleman 
who was his predecessor in the repre- 
sentation of Neweastle, the Member for 
Montrose, whose impartiality would be 
admitted by all sections of the House, 
had himself declared that he did not 
regard the argument with respect to the 
Act of Union as a decisive one. They 
welcomed the assurance of His Majesty's 
Government that the important question 
of the redistribution of seats would have 
due consideration at the proper time. 
It must, of course, involve the other 
question which had been described as 
“the scandal of the over representation 
of Ireland,’ and which he did not hesitate 
to say constituted a grievance. In con- 
clusion, he asserted that they had some 
right to claim for this Amendment 
the support of the Members of the 
3B2 
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Liberal party one of whose watch-words 
used to be “ Trust the people,’’ and this 
surely could not be one of those “ fly- 
blown phylacteries” to which Lord 
Rosebery had referred in his speech at 
Chesterfield. A measure redistributing 
the representation of the country should 


command the support of members of | 





the Liberal party equally as much as the | 


support of members of the Conservative 
and Unionist parties. It was demanded 
not from a party point of view, but a: 
a measure of justice which had been 
too long de'ayed and which, he did not 
hesitate to say, in conclusion, ought to 
receive adequate and immediate atten- 
tion at the hands of His Majesty’s 
Government. 


* Si CHARLES DILKE 


(3.22) 
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arguments have come not from one side 
of the House only but from several 
speakers on both sides in this debate. 
There is no difference in principle be- 
tween many hon. Gentlemen who sit on 
the other side and many hon. Members 
who sit on this side. All our lives we 
have been in favour of an extremely 
advanced and almost revolutionary 
treatment of this subject, and it is a 
very open secret that some of us who 
were concernedin the settlement of 1884 
would like to have gone mucl: further 
What 
is our position? What is the position 
of my right hon. iriend the Member 


'of Aberdeen who sjoke so well upon 


the matter this afternoon? We 


Say 


|that it is impossible to deal with this 


(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean): It | 


was not my intention to have taken 
any part in the this -after- 
noon, but I have been led to do so by 


debate 


the remarks made by the hon. Gentleman | 


the Member of Neweastle who has just sat 
down. 
a direct challenge to some hon. Members 
on this side of the House who hold strong 
opinions on this subject, and he said that 
the debate had shown that those who 
were willing to trust the people sat on 
the modern Conservative Benches whilst 


He began his speech by making 


the obstructive arguments against 
necessary reform had come from the 
Opposition side of the House. I deny 


that there is any foundation for that 
statement unless it is to be found in the 
speech made by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member fcr North Tyrone. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL: My argument was 
that if we went into a scheme oi re- 
distribution we should have to consider 
the necessity for manhood suifrage, one 
man can vote, and female suffrage, 
which I am in favour of. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: We cannot 
debate the question which my right 
hon. friend has opened, because it is 
obviously impossible to discuss it under 
such a motion as that which is before 
the Houseto-day. Home Rule is involved, 
and Home Rule cannot be debated. As 
forthehon. Memberfor Newcastle, itseems 
tomethattheobstructive arguments have 
come from the Leader of the House, 
and the revolutionary and advanced 


Mr. Plummer. 





subject upon the population — basis 
without giving up the University seats, 
which are entirely inconsistent with the 
population system. If you are to 
deal with this question upon the basis 
put forward by the Member for Wands- 
worth, then you cannot leave out the 
question of plural votes. What is the 
strongest case for redistribution pre- 
sented by the great constituences which 
surround London? What is their posi- 
tion? Have hon. Members investigated 
those registers? Most hon. Members of 
this House are electors for some county 
division in London, for which, in the 
ordinary sense of the word, they possess 
no qualification, but because they have 
a London freehold qualification they 
are additional voters in the suburban 
constituencies. You cannot take the 
weight of the vote of the electorate as 
a test in this matter, without dealing 
with the question of the freehold vote. 
In the ease of Wimbledon, for example, 
there are over 7,000 of these Metro- 
politan freeholders, who have no con- 
nection except a purely artificial and 
technical one with the Wimbledon 
Division. ‘They never sce it. As long 
as that state of things exists you can- 
not treat this subject on a large scale 
without introducing the question of 
the double vote; and if the hon. 
Member for Newcastle realiy holds the 
democratic opinions which he professes 
in this House, he will find many of us 
on this side prepared to go with him 
in favour of getting rid of the Uni- 
versity vote. 
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The Leader of the House has ex- 
pressed the most conservative opinions 
upon this subject—the opinions held 
by the old Conservative and Whig 
Members of this House. He professed 
himself ready to deal with the 
subject, but in a very tender fashion 
indeed, without raising any of those 
matters which the Tory democratic 
Members of the House desire to see 
raised. ‘That was the way it was 
dealt with in 1885. It was sup- 
posed that different treatment was 
meted out to Ireland. That is a 
delusion. It was dealt with in a piece- 
meal fashion by enfranchisement in 
all three Kingdoms at a certain point 
and disfranchisement at a certain point 
As far as I understood the First 
Lord ot the Treasury this afternoon, 
he desires again to deal with the subject 
in a piecemeal way. He would only 
take certain lines of enfranchisement 
and disenfranchisement, and not 
tempt anything like equality between 
elector and elector, and population and 
population. [tt is no doubt very diffi- 
cult to get a complete scheme of redis- 
tribution. No doubt the boroughs of 
this country like their identity and 
history, and donot desire to be eut up 
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at- 


and merged in the distriets around 
them. The hon. Member for Newcastle 
will find many of us on_ this side 


his supporters in going as far as the sense 
of the House and the country will allow us 
to go. It is not a Party question. There 
are great differences on this side and on 
the other side en the question. Speaking 
for myself, | am prepared to go certainly as 
far as the hon. Member for Newcastle in 
dealing with this matter, even in a 
revolutionary way. There is one reason 
why, if this Amendment is pressed to a 
division, personally I should be unable to 
vote for it. I understand the hon. 
Member to have shrunk a little himself 
from the second part of his Amendment. 
All the Members of this House may not 
have followed closely colonial opinion on 
this subject. I should like to say one 
word on that matter. There is a grave 
danger that if we go before the colonies 
in making suggestions of this kind we 
may bring about a state of things in which 
there may be a great difference of opinion 
between one colony and another among 
the self-governing colonies. That is a 


very serious matter. 


We all must be 
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aware that it would be very easy to make 
proposals here with which say, for 
example, New Zealand would express 
concurrence but which would meet with 
resistance in Australia. No one who 
knows Australian opinion as represented 
either in the Federal Legislature or the 
State Legislatures can doubt that there is 
great hostility among the democratic 
forces of Australia against representation 
in this House. It is the preponderating 
feeling there that for us to invite adhesion 
to the principle laid down in the second 
part of the Amendment would be to incur 
the danger that would arise from colonial 
differences of opinion. That is a danger 
which I am sure this House would not 
desire too hastily to run, and it is a 
strong reason against voting for this 
Amendment at this stage. 


(3.35.) Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (flint 
Boroughs): The hon. Member for Wands- 
worth has suggested a plan of redistr - 
bution. He calls the plan a simple on , 
and no doubt it has the merit of simpli- 
city. I should not attach very much 
importance to it ,were it not under- 
stood that that was the plan which 
was favoured by the Government 
during the closing session of last Par- 
liament, and which was not carried 
into execution owing to the national 
difficulties to which the First Lord of the 
Treasury referred. All I have to say is 
that that plan would enfranchise above a 
certain line and disfranchise below a 
certain line, and that that might cause 
substantial injustice to the constituencies 
which fall between the two lines. Take 
the county to which I belong ; I can only 
test the hon. Gentleman’s scheme by 
what I know. The hon. Gentleman takes 
a constituency which contains no less 
less than 11,000 voters, and proposes to 
add to that another constituency. I ven- 
ture to say that a proposal of that kind 
would impose very great injustice on that 
county, which would not be warranted by 
the justice which would be effected else- 
where. I know there are anomalies 
which require to be remedied, but I trust 
that when the time comes for the Govern- 
ment to consider the question ef dealing 
with them they will consider the question 
as a whole and bear in mind certain 
factors besides the mere factor of popula- 


tion. The different constituencies vary 
enormously. Besides those historical 


considerations to which reference has 
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been made, there are certain practical 
considerations also which ought to be 
borne in mind. I venture to say that 
there are certain constituences which take 
a very much deeper interest in_ politics, 
and where you will find probably the 
number of electors who record their votes 
is very much larger than in other con- 
stituencies. I think it will be impossible 
to settle this question by an iron hard and 
fast rule. A certain amount of latitude 
and give and take must be adopted. It 
will be impossible to adopt a scheme 
which would do justice to what I may 
call the great unenfranchised  consti- 
tuencies on the one hand, and still do no 
injustice to the other counties, which, if 
you were to draw an arbitrary line, would 
be most unjustly treated. I hope that in 
any scheme which may be proposed, we 
shall have regard to the various interests 
involved, and that everything shall he 
done which the care and consideration 
which the varying needs and circumstances 
of constituencies in different parts require. 
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* (3.40.) Mr. BLAKE (Longford, S.) 
said that however ripe the questions re- 
ferred to in the first part of the Amend- 
ment might be for discussion, they did 
not stand, as the Amendment put them, 
upon the same low level of practicability 
and urgency with the question of the re- 
presentation of the colonies in the 
Imperial Parliament. His own opinion 
was strong that the longer that discussion 
remained in its present vague and un- 
formed condition the greater the difficulties 
would be found of propounding a plan 
which would be practicable for the partici- 
pation of the colonies in the Imperial 
Parliament. The hon. Member who 
moved the Amendment had_ indicated 
that it was rather in the other Chamber 
that the colonies were to be represen- 
ted. For what were they in real truth 
to be represented? In order that they 
might be taxed. And they were to be 
taxed by the House of Peers. A funda- 
mental principle of the British Constitution 
was thus to be subverted, and for the 
consent of the people was to be substituted 
that of a few peers, life or hereditary. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said his Amend- 
ment simply directed attention to the fact 
that it might be well to form an Imperial 
Defence Council. He had no idea of 
introducing representatives in the House 
of Commons or the House of Peers. 


Mr. Herbert Lewis. 


‘COMMONS! 
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* Mr. BLAKE said he could only know 
what the hon. Member intended by the 
words of his Amendment, which proposed 
that a measure should be introduced 
which would “ provide for the permanent 
representation of the British Dominions 
beyond the seas in the Imperial Parlia- 


ment.” That was the proposition to 
which Mr. Blake addressed himself. 


It was for that they were asked to vote. 
The fact was that there were some who 
wanted provision for contributions from 
the colonies for the war expenses of the 
Empire in one way or another. The hon, 
Member now suggested, forsooth, an 
Imperial Defence Council. If that were 
consultative only it could not do much 
good, and might do some harm. But it 
would be no practical realization of the 
underlying sentiment of those who wanted 
war contributions. Did they really expect 
that the Colonies would agree to a Counzil 
with power to arrange for Colonial sub- 
sidies ? If so they greatly mistook. The 
Colonies would not submit to be burdened 
save by the vote of their own free and 
popularly elected assemblies. That was 
the only road. And even if it were sug- 
gested that the colonies should have 
some insignificant fragment of popular 
control in connection with — these 
subsidies, by means of the return of 
a few members here, that not 
and ought not to satisfy the colonies. 
No solution appeared. But there was no 
immediate urgency. His own view was 
that the affection, the loyalty, content- 
ment and satisfaction which prevailed in 
the great self-governing colonies was due 
to that degree and measure of absolute 
control over their own affairs and taxa- 
tion, and their own tariffs, which they at 
present enjoyed; and that the moment 
the attempt was made to utilize that 
affection loyalty and contentment to for- 
ward any of these schemes, the very root 
of those feelings, which rendered the 
colonies more or less helpful to the 
Empire, would be wounded or cut away. 
Therefore those who were proposing them 
in the interests of the Kmpire were 
extremely short-sighted Imperialists. 

In regard to the Irish view, he had 
heard some observations from the other 
side which surprised him. Some hon. 
Members had expressed astonishment 
that the Irish members should refer 
to the Act of Union, and should found 
themselves upon it. They objected to 


would 


that Act as bad in origin, ill-framed, 
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and evilly carried out ; but if it contained 
some few provisions to protect their 
interests, why in the world should they 
not make use of them ? Then, it was said 
that this Parliament could legally change 
the Act of Union in any way, and had 
changed it in one way which the Irish 
people wished, and that was in reference 
to the Church. But the moral view of 
the question remained—that the Act of 
Union was a bargain. And the moral 
view of bargain was observed in reference 
to the [rish Church, because the enormous 
preponderance of the constituencies, not 
only in Great Britain, but in Ireland also, 
favoured the procuring and the making 
of that change. It was not of so great 
consequence to claim regard for the feeling 
of the preponderating partner, who 
would be quite sure to exercise his power 
of preponderance. What was important 
was that the weaker partner—the partner 
in minority, who had thus to depend on 
the sense of justice and equity and good 
faith of his more powerful partner— 
should not find changes made in the Act 
of Union to his detriment and against 
his will if a provision was made in 
that Act of Union for the representation 
oi Ireland, not based on the population of 
that country at the time, and which no 
reformer had ever suggested should’ be 
changed, even when, according to a 
population basis, Ireland had become en- 
titled to a very much larger number of 
Members ; if a provision of that kind had 
substantially remained intact for a hun- 
dred years, was it to be altered now 
because the policy and management of 
this Parliament under the Union had, 
unhappily, been against the protests of 
Treland, such as to impair the prosperity 
and the strength, and reduce the popu- 
lation of the weaker partner? The Irish 
party insisted on these considerations 
being taken into account in regard to 
the representation of Ireland, and also 
to the financial relations between the 
two countries. He thought it would 
be found, when they came to engage in 
practical discussions on the general 
question, that the difficulties of dealing 
rigorously on any general and just 
principle with the representation of 
the whole country, were very great, 
and that it would be impossible alto- 
gether to discard, as the First Lord 
of the Treasury acknowledged, historical 
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and traditional considerations—consider- 
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ations of the rights and _ privileges 
enjoyed by ancient constituences in the 
past. But if all those were to, be 
tenderly considered, must they not also 
and more inevitably consider—he would 
not say tenderly but justly—the precise 
treaty, stipulations, and conditions 
under which Ireland had been brought 
into the Union ? 

Another observation had been made 
to which he felt bound to give a moments’ 
attention. It had been suggested that 
a change which would reduce the 
number of Irish members should, if 
the chinge were justly made, also change 
the proportion of the representation of 
Irish parties in the House. But practical 
experience of our rough and ready 
system of representation (and they 
could not devise any system which was 
not rather rough and ready) showed that 
the actual relation, whatever it happened 
to be, between the two parties in the State 
as shown by the polls was accentuated 
in the returns to that House. There 
was an exception in the case of the 
Home Rule Parliament of 1892, the 
representation in which, by a series 
of accidents, had attained a closer approxi- 
mation to the opinion of the people 
than in any modern previous Parliament. 
In Scotland during many elections the 
return to Parliament of Liberals had been 
wholly disproportionate to the strength 
of Liberal voters. Similarly, in Wales, 
there had been an Liberals 
returned, while in England there was a 
gross and altogether inordinate excess 
of Unionists returned. In Ireland, how- 
ever, he believed when they came to 
look at the election Returns, as in 
1892, when the Unionists ventured to 
go to the poll and their ragged regiments 
were paraded and defeated all over the 
country, it would be found that there was 
a much nearer approximation than was 
ordinarily the case between the popular 
sentiment of the electorate and the 
absolute return of members to Parlia- 
ment. He did not deny that they 
might be able, by a calculated system of 
re-distribution to produce a disproportion 
between the polls and the relative 
strength of parties in the House. But 
he did deny that upon any fair appli- 
cation or system of re-distribution 
there would be any substantial differenee 
between the views of the people in 
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Ireland, as at present expressed in Parlia- , [ think a weaker argument never wag 


ment by its representatives, and their 
views upona reduced return. Over 
three-fourths of the population were 
Nationalists, and the return of Nation- 
alists Members would and ought to 
continue over three-fourths, unless the 
constituencies were gerrymandered. The 
voice of Ireland would on any fair dis- 
tribution be found the same note; and 
when such a _ proportion had _ been 
established in favour of a constitutional 
change in any free country in the world, 
it had ever been as it ought ever to 
be regarded as absolutely decisive of the 
issue 


* (3.55.) Mr. CORRIE GRANT (War- 
wickshire, Rugby): I think that the 
mover of this Amendment has some 
reason to complain of the attitude of 
certain Members who have spoken in the 
debate. They have assumed that he had 
no real intention to ascertain the feeling 
of the House on this matter; that his 
Motion is merely academic, with no 
reality in it whatever. Anyone who 
has listened to the debate throughout, 
as [ have done, will agree that we have 
had really a very instructive and vigor- 
ous discussion. For one thing, it has 
elicited from the First Lord of the 
‘Treasury, not an actual repudiation, but 
@ practical withdrawal, of what he said 
in the speech he made at Blenheim on 
the 10th August last. On that occasion 
he said, referring to the Irish Members— 

** We do not deny their power of annoyance. 
though I think we have diminished that, and 
[ trust we shall diminish it yet more in the 
future.” 


He was followed by the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies. who showed the 
meaning of the First Lord more clearly, 


and brought home the point more 
vigorously. The right hon. Gentleman 


referred to— 

‘¢ The attacks by men who, by our liberality, 
come to us in numbers altogether dispropor- 
tionate to the wealth, to the intelligence, and 
to the population which they represent.” 


Then again he was followed by the hon. 
Member for Oldham, who said that— 


‘*No one witnessing the behaviour of the 
Irish Nationalists could possibly fail to regard 
altogether in a mew light the question of the 
reduction of the over-representation of Ireland, 
to: bring it into conformity with that of Eng- 
land and of Scotland.” 


Mr. Louis Sinclair. 


addressed to any assembly. 


/ Clare who moved 


Is the be- 
haviour of certain representatives. or 
even of a whole class of representatives, 
in the House of Commons, perhaps Ona 
single occasion, or even during a whole 
session, to justify the breach of one of 
the most solemn compacts ever entered 
into between two countries, and is it to 
throw an “‘ entirely new light”’ on the 
question of the relations between Ireland 
and England ! 

I do not read this Amendment exactly 
as some hon. Members have read it. It 
condemns in general terms the present 
state of the electoral representation of this 
country, and that, [ understand everyone 
condemns, It supports, secondly, the 
proposition that, at some time or other, 
representation ought to be given to the 
colonies. Of course I understand it 
to mean that that representation would 
be by agreement with the colonies, and 
would not be forced upon the colonies, 
but that if they wished for it they ought 
to have it. In that, again, I entirely 
concur with the hon. Member. I only 
want to say in closing that the hon. 
Member for Newcastle has made a 
vigorous appeal to the House to support 
this Amendment. I hope when the 
Question is put we shall find the hon, 
Member for Neweastle, and those who 
agree with him, going into the lobby 
with us who equally support it. 


*(3.59.) oR. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.) 
said it seemed to him that it was rather 
a farce and a pity that an important 
resolution like this should have been put 
into the hands of a gentleman who was 
only 20 minutes a naturalised British 
subject before he entered this House. 
“ngland had had the management of 
the affairs of Ireland for the last hundred 
years, and England caused — the 
depopulation of Ireland, according to 
their own financial experts, their own 
witnesses, 15 of whom were paid servants 
of the Crown (c¢.y., see the Report of the 
Financial Relation Commission), — it 
was, admitted that the population 
of Ireland had diminished under 
English Government, and that pauper- 
ism and taxation had doubled. The 
only remedy for this, it seemed 
to him, was Home Rule. Lord 
heaven and earth 
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to get the Union passed said that no 
country on the habitable globe made 
such strides as Ireland did during the 
eighteen vears of Grattan’s Parliament. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is, | think, tending in the direction of a 
discussion on Home Rule. 


*Dr. AMBROSE said that he was 
simply showing that the depopulation of 
Ireland was not the fault of the Irish 
Members, but of their rulers. The hon. 
Member for Neweastle said that if there 
were redistribution more Unionist Mem- 
bers would be returned in Ireland, and 
he quite agreed, especially if the scheme 
were hatched by hon. Members 
opposite. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said that in 
asking leave to withdraw the Amendment 
he wished to repel the allegation made 
against him that he had acted in any 
disloyal way to his Party. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
having already spoken is not entitled to 
reply to anything that has been said in 
the course of the debate. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said he wished 


to withdraw the Amendment. 


(44.) Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Cam- 
borne): Said he wished to protest as 
strongly as he could against the habit of 
hon. Members on the other side of the 
House, which was rapidly becoming a 
vice, of bringing Members down to the 
House to discuss deliberately and 
seriously important proposals which 
they had no intention of putting to the 
vote, and from which theyscuttled. There 
were a good many Amendments remain- 
ing on the Paper which, however, had 
now no chance of coming forward, 
because they were blocked by Amend- 
ments moved by hon. Members opposite. 
He could assure hon. Members who were 
adopting that habit that they would 
always be forced to a division when they 
wished to withdraw. 


Mr. HARRY SAMUEL (Tower 
Hamlets, Limehouse) said that on 
behalf of his Party —on __ behalf 


of the independent Members on his 
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side of the House —he strongly 
resented the statement made: by 
the hon. Member opposite. His hon. 


iriend rose to impress on the Govornment 
the necessity of attending to the matter 
dealt with in the Amendment during the 
present Parliament. His hon. friend 
had got what he wanted. Hon. Members 
opposite who had some difficulty in 
knowing who their Lvaders were, might 
not be content with the assurance his 
hon, friend had received, but they on 
his side were sitisfied that the Govern- 
ment intended to deal with the growing 
evil complained of. Having got what he 
wanted his hon. friend wished to with- 
draw his Amendment, but if hon. 
Members desired a div sion his hon. 
iriends were perfectly prepared to meet 
them whenever they liked. 


(4.8.) Mr. FLYNN said he cer- 
tainly thought it was a great scandal 
that what amounted to an obstruc- 
tion of Parliamentary business should 
be indulged in by hon. Members on 
the other side of the House. They 
had been brought down to the [louse 
to listen to what had been described 
as an academic discussion in which 
the Leader of the House spoke for 
only a quarter of an hour and then 
strolled out. Hon. Members who had 
certain fads took up the time of Parlia- 
ment in ventilating them, and that was 
a proceeding which was to be deprecated. 
If Amendments were placed on the paper 
they certainly ought to be pressed to a 
division. Either the hon. Member be- 
lieved in his Amendment or he did not. 
The hon. Member said that he had ob- 
tained some kind of pledge from the 
First Lord of the Treasury, but he had 
got nothing of thekind. The right hon. 
Gentleman indulged in a few vague 
generalities, and then strolled out of the 
House. He trusted that hon. Members, 
if only as a protest against the growing 
obstruction which was being practised 
by the supporters of the Government, 
would insist on a division. 


(4.10.) Question put. 


The House divided. Ayes 23; Noes 302, 
(Division List No. 8.) 
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Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen. C. P. (Glouc., Stroud) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Caine, William Sproston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 


Abraham,William (Cork,N.E.) 
Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Ambrose, Robert 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William ~ 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. A. J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Barry,Sir Francis T.(\Windsor) 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichl. Hicks 
Bell, Richard 

Bignold, Arthur 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’s Lynn) 
Boyle, James 

Brassey, Albert 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glsgw) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen (Wre’r) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, Willfam Randal 


Address in Reply to 


{COMMONS} 
AYES. 


Fenwick, Charles 

Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Harmsworth, R. (Leicester) 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 


NOES. 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cullinan, J. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Delziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delaney, William 
Denny, Colonel 
Dewar,T.R.(‘T’r H’lets,S. Geo. ) 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dillon, John 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Rt..Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxtord, Sir William ‘Theodore 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm, Hart 
Kdwards, Frank 


Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | 


Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Fardell, Sir T. George 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Man’r) 
F french, Peter 

Field, William 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Kobert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzgerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster,Sir M’ch’l (Lond. Univ.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans) 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans-(T’r H’mlts 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 


Green, Walford D. (W’dn’b’ry) | 
Greene, SirE. W.(B’ySEdnv nds) | 


Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hammond, John 


| Hanbury, Rt.Hon. Robert Wm. 
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Soares, Ernest J, 

Strachey, Sir Edward 

Thomas, F’. Freeman ( Hastings) 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 

Whiteley, Geo. (York, W.R.) 
¢ 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Corrie Grant and 
Mr. D. B. Thomas 


Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo, 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Heath, Arthur Howard ( H’nl’y) 
Heath, James (Stafis., N.W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Hemphill, Rt. harles H, 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Higginbottom, Ss. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Horner, Frederick William 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard John (Kent, fv rsh’m 
Howard, J. (Midd. ,Tottenh'm) 
Hozier, Hon. James Hy. Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood 
Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennavi ay. Rt. In. Sir John H, 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo. Tt. ( Denbigh) 
Kenyon, James (Lances., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop) 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Logan, John William 

Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bn istol,S. 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowe. Francis William 

Lloyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’th) 
Lundon, W. 

Macartney, Rt. Hn. W.G Ellis’n 
MaeDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Calmont,Col. H. L. B. (Cambs 
M‘Cann, James 
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M‘Hugh, Patrick A, 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, James (Stirlingsh. ) 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Maxwell, W.J. H. (Dumfries. ) 
Meysey Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 

Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Mooney, John J. 

More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh. ) 
Morgan, David J.(Walth’mst’w 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptf'rd) 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Murray, Rt. Ha. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan. Col. John P. (( ralway,N. ) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O'Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James{ Wicklow, W. ) 
O'Dowd, John 
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Percy, Earl 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


| Plummer, Walter R. 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pretyman, Ernest, George 
Purvis. Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 
Ratcliff, R. F. 


Reddy, M. 


Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 

Reid, SirR. Threshie (Dumfries) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Lidley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge) 
Ridley, 8S. Forde (Bethnal Gr'n) 
titchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. th’ms’n 
Roberts, John Bryn (Kition) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Roche, John 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Rothschild, Hn. Lionel Walter 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
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Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Str’nd) 
Stanley,Hn. Arth’r (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Tauntn 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. I. ( Notts.) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, H.(Asht’n und. Lyne 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Vilson, John (Glasgow 


Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. 





O'Kelly, James( Roscommon,N. 
O'Mara, James 

ONe ill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes. Kbenezer 

Paulton, James Mellor 





Smith, H.¢ 


Main Question again proposed. 


IMMIGRATION OF DESTITUTE ALIENS 


(4.24) Masor EVANS-GORDON 
(Tower Hamlets, Stepney): Sir, I rise to 
move the Amendment which stand in my 
name, with great regret, because we, 
and there are many of us on both sides 
of the House who attach very great im- 
portance to this question of alien im- 
migration, had hoped that some mention 
of the subject would be made in the 
gracious Speech from the Throne. We 
have been disappointed and consequently 
we take the earliest opportunity of 
bringing the matter forward, and of 
obtaining from the Government an ex- 
pression of their views and intentions. 
It cannot be said that we, or the people 
we represent have been impatient in this 
matter, or that we had not good reason 
for entertaining the hope I have referred 


Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) Wylie, Alexander 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
' Simeon, Sir Barrington 
.(N’rth’mbT yneside 
Smith, JamesParker (Lanarks. ) 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther 


to. In proof of this let me very briefly 
remind the House of the recent history 
of this subject. In 1888-9 a Commiitee 
of the House considered the question, 
and fully recognised the injury which 
a large number of destitute aliens would 
inflict on working class society in this 
country. The Committee reported that 
the state of parishes in the LKast 
End indicated an increase of pauperism 
due to crowding out of English 
labour by foreign immigrants. They 
believe this immigration had deterio- 


rating effect upon moral, financial, 
and social conditions of the people. 
They noted that the Whitechapel 


Guardians deplored substitution of 
foreign for English! population, which 
resulted in lowering of the general 
standard of life. The Committee con- 
cluded by advising prohibition. But they 
somewhat inconsequentl y reported— 
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** While your Committee see great difficulties | remind the Government that. relying on 


in the way of enforcing laws similar to those 
of the United States and certain other countries 
against the importation of pauper and destitute 
aliens, and while they are not prepared to re- 
commend such legislation at present, they con- 
template the possibility of such legislation becom- 
tng necessary in the future, in view of the crowded 
condition of our great towns, the extreme pressure 
for existe nee among the poorer part of the popula- 
tion and the tendency of destitute foreigners to 
reduce, still lower, te social and material con- 
dition of our poor.” 


In July, 1894, the Prime Minister, 
then Leader of the Opposition in the 


House of Lords, introduced a Bill deal- 


ing with the matter. It was read a 
second time, but went no further. In 
1896, Lord Rosebury placed the check- 
ing of Importation of Destitute Aliens 
in the Ministerial programme, and it 
appeared in the Queen’s Speech as a 
measure which had been prepared 
Nothing further was heard of it except 
that in february, 1897, the present 
Secretary for the Home Department, 
then President of the Board of Trade, 
said that the Government were quite 
alive to the evil—that individually and 
collectively they were pledged to some 
legislation on the subject, that they did 
not desire to depart one iota from those 
pledges, and that he hoped at no dis- 
tant time to propose in Parliament legis- 
lation in the direction desired. Sir, I 
submit that nothing could have been 
more definite than that promise, yet five 
years have elapsed since it was given 
and weare still waiting for its fulfilment. 
Why? In 1898 Lord Hardwicke carried 
a Bill through all its stages inthe House 
of Lords, but again it went no further. 
Yet to judge from his speeches the 
opinion of the Prime Minister had 
undergone no change, for we find him 
characterising the immigration of desti- 
tute aliens as “an evil of a very real and 
genuine kind” which ‘Parliament 
ought at the earliest opportunity to 
courageously deal with.” Sir, in view 
of this opinion, the highest and most 
authoritative in the land, I hope it will 
not be said that in moving this Amend- 
ment we are guilty of any want of 
loyalty to our leaders or our Party. An 
Amendment toan Address, I am aware, 
implies a want of confidence in the 
Government—but can it be denied that 
the course taken by Ministers in this 
matter has been calculated to shake our 
confidence 3 

Major Evans Gordon. 


I may be permitted to. 


their pledges, many of us stand pledged 
to our constituents on this question. 
In 1889 a Committee of this House fore- 
saw the time when legislation would be 
necessary. In 1894 Lord Salisbury on 
a full review of the facts stated that 
that time had come. Has the danger 
and evil decreased? No, sir, it is 
beyond all question and comparison 
far worse now than it was then. 

On what do I base that assertion? The 
House will perhaps want figures. Let 
me say at once that no reliance what- 
ever can be placed on such figures as 
are available to either the opponents or 
the advocates of restriction. It is im- 
possible, from the statistics collected by 
the Board of Trade, to say with any- 
thing approaching certainty how many 
of the very large number of aliens 
who are known to arrive here remain 
in this country. They are divided under 
heads such as: 7.¢., (1.) Those who come 
to settle ; (2.) Those who are en vsovte 
for America and other countries. 
While, therefore, we cannot say how 
many remain of those who declare their 
intention of remaining, neither can we 
state with any certainty how many of 
those said to be en route for other coun- 
tries actually move on. ‘The ceusus may 
be quoted. But in a matter of this 
kind even the figures of the census are 
not wholly reliable, because with people 
of this kind there is every inducement 
to conceal the place of their birth, and 
every desire to become British subjects 
as far as possible, to get on the register, 
and so on, and every wish to conceal 
the number of persons living in the 
different houses. In addition to that, 
there is the well-known repugnance of 
these people to everything in the nature 
of enumeration. Consequently, I should 
look on the figures even of the census 
with grave suspicion. But what do those 
figures disclose? Of Russians alone, 
there were in London in 1891, 12,034; 
in 1901, 38,117. Then, speaking of the 
East End, and especially of the Metro- 
politan Borough of S epney; which 
embraces five Parliamentary divisions, 
the number of foreigners enumerated in 
the recent census were no fewer than 
54.310, the vast majority being Russians, 
Poles, and Roumanians. ‘These are most 
startling facts. 
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*"But there are other means of judging 
of the volume of immigration, and the 
rapid and alarming increase of the 
foreign population. I speak especially of 
East London, where I am familiar with 
the circumstances, but I believe that 
other districts of the Metropolis are 
affected, as also are certain of the great 
provincial towns. No one acquainted 
with East London, whether he be ior 
or against restriction. can be unconscious 
of the immense and constant displace- 
ment of the English population which 
is going on. Not aday passes but Eng- 
lish families are ruthlessly turned out to 
make room for the foreign invaders. 
Many of these have been occupying their 
houses for yezrs. It makes no differ- 


ence. Out tliey have to go to make 
room for Roumanians, Russians, or 
Poles. Rents are raised 50 per cent. 


to 100 per cent. and a house which 
formerly contained a couple of famiiics 
living in comparative decency, is 
to hold four or five iamilies living unde 

conditions which bafile description. In 
Stepney, my own constituency, street 
after street has, in my own experience, 
extending only four 
de-populated and re-populated in this 
way. Onthis matter of the spread and 
increase of the foreign population, let me 
quote Mr. H. S. Lewis, of Toynbee Hall, 
a distinguished gives of the Hebrew 
community, and a strong opponent of 
restriction, He finds that the foreign 
element is rapidly spreading northward 

nal Green and Shoreditch, south- 
wards to St. George’s, and eastwards to 
Mile End. Take St. George’s in the 
East. ‘he Medical Officer of Health, in 
his report for 1900, stated that the 
foreign characteristics of the parish were 
becoming annually more pronounced, and 
that it was only a matter of time for the 
population to become entirely foreign. 
Mr. Lewis tells us that a similar process 
of transformation is taking place in Mile 
End, and that while in Bethnal Green. 
in 1891, only 970 persons born in Russia 
were enumerated in the Census, the 
increase of foreigners must since have 
been extremely rapid, and the “Con- 


nade 


over vears, peen 


to Be th 


sequent displacement of the English 
population has caused much _ bitter 


feeling against the new arrivals.” 
There is another means of judging of the | 
enormous increase of these people, 





{29 January 1902} 


the King’s Speech. 1274 


the Board Schools. There are numbers 
of Board Schools in the East End in 
which few English children are to be 
found. I will give only one instance of 
many which I could give. In the Boys 
Department of Baker Street Board 
School, Stepney, in 1895, there were 206 
English boys against 72 foreigners. In 
1s 01 there were 280 foreigners as against 
29 English. For the whole achool. boys 
and girls, the figures to-day are 86 Eng- 
lish and $91 foreigners—by foreigners [ 
mean children born abroad, or of parents 
born abroid. While on this point, let 
me oe the House that we shall 
probably e told in this debate that the 
foreign scaitin does not come upon 
our poor rate, Few v foreigners are to be 
found in even 
institutions have their tore ign in- 
On the ot her 
conclusively Pp roved 
burdened with 
sands of t 
i have said 


ci. H (a ee ‘ Roa 
that there is a very large 


the workhouses th: ugh 
these 
hand, it can be 
that the rates are 
the edueation of thou- 
he children of foreign parents. 
enough perhips to prove 
se foreign colony 
in London, and that it is rapidly in- 
would remind the House 
thit the increas: is due to two causes— 
the intow from abroad, and wha Mr. 
H. 8S. Lewis calls the “abnormal rate 
of natural increase,” which is so re- 
markable a cha immi- 
grants 


ota 
Aves, 


ereasing, | 


racteristic of the 


rued that 


populati on is larce 


it mav be ar thouch the 
and inereas- 

proportion 
to the total population of Londou and 
significant in pre portion de popula- 


' 
I 

tion of the United | 
! 

i 


foreign 


ing. it still remains smal in 


Kingdom. This is so, 
ut as these foreigners sacieciat in 
certain quarters of certain towns the 
effect of their coming is out of all pro- 
portionto the numbers who come. Ten 
grains of arsenic in 1,000 loaves would 
be unnoticeable and perfectly harmless, 
but the same amount if put into one 
loaf would kill the whole family that 
partook of it. In the same w: lV the alien 
invasion, if spread over the whole king- 
dom might not be of great consequence. 
It is the concentration in certain towns 
and in certain districts of those towns 
which makes it sodisastrous. To people 
turned out of house and home by aliens 
|and strangers it is no consolation to be 
told they only represent 5:8 of the entire 


Take | population. 
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There is probably not much difference 
of opinion as to the existence of a large and 
increasing foreign population. Advocates 
and opponents of restriction part com- 
pany on the effects which this popula- 
tion produces. We say it is evil, they 
sav it is good. In view of the clear 
opinions which ministers have from time 
to time expressed it would be an im- 
pertinence on my part to attempt to say 
what they have said on this point with 
so much more force and weight than | 
am able to command. I will therefore, 
rely on one or two quotations to support 
my side of the case, 

Lord Salisbury admits that the influx 
of foreigners is a real and genuine evil, 
which, as far back as 1898, needed speedy 
and courageous handling. In dealing 
with the question of the effect on the 
rates, and the competition set up against 
our own people, Lord Salisbury says ;— 

“And do not imagine that because you do 

not find the names of pauper aliens on the 
workhouse lists that therefore they exerzise no 
influence to the injury of your own population. 
It is these people who diminish the chances of 
earning a livelihood which your own population 
feels so much.” 
He dwelt on the belief among working- 
men that the introduction of these aliens 
has a tendency to drive our own popu- 
lation out of employment and increase 
the hardship of the battle they have to 
finding a means of living. He went on 
to say that :— 

“Tt is a matter of no small consideration that 
this is the belief they (the working-classes) 
themselves entertain, that the Government of 
this country does not sufliciently safeguard 
their interests by preventing a competition to 
which they have a right to object.” 

I have not time to quote the words 
of the Colonial Secretary, which are as 
strong and emphatic as those of the 
Prime Minister. On the other side we 
have Lord Rosebery, who in a speech 
said :— 

“*] take it, if there is one certainty in the 
world it is this, that with the immigration, and 
with the continual closing of the confines of States 
to the destitute immigrants of other countries, 
there is no country in the world which will not 
be compelled to consider and reconsider its 
position with regard to pauper immigration, 
unless it wishes permanently to degrade the 
status and the condition of its own working- 
classes.” 


nm ° ° oe 
rhese quotations will perhaps satisfy 
: ! I “~~ *. | landlords, and not Jewish ones only, have 


| publicly announced that they will not accept 
| Christian tenants. 


the House that in the opinion of 
ministers at ali events, a great evil 


Major Evans Gordom 
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exists, but there is one point with 
which they do not deal, and to which J 
must refer, namely the disastrous 
influence which this invasion trom 
abroad has upon the Housing problem. 
In spite of all that has been attempted, 
in spite of all that has been done by the 
County Council, by private enterprise, 
by Act of Parliament, the congestion in 
East London is not onl. unrelieved, 
but is growing steadily worse. And [ 
would ask the House to consider what 
possible hope there cain be of relieving 
it so long as, in addition to our own 
people, we have to provide for the 
unexhaustible army of th 
poor from Russia, Poland, Roumania, 
and the whole of Eastern Europe. 
Yet this is what we are attempting to 
do. Have we any right to attempt 
it? Many causes are doubtless at 
work which increase the difficulty 
of the problem. Houses being 
destroved annually for factories, for 
railway companies, for hospital extensions, 
for Board Schools. No one says that 
the aliens are the sole cause of t 
gestion, but no one can deny that they 
add enormously to the difficulty. Cheap 
transit may do something, increased 
accommodation may do something, more 
favourable terms for building loans may 
help; but what are all these in face of 
the steady inflow from abroad ? 
Everything that is done is in practice 
merely another bait to attract the 
poorest people to our shores. The whole 
problem becomes absolutely insoluble. 
| have shown that English families are 
being turned out by hundreds to make 
room for foreigners, and when accommo- 
dation has been thus found for thems 
under what conditions do these strangers 
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houseless 


are 


1@ COoNn- 


within our gates live? Here is Mr. 
Lewis’ statement on the point. He, at 


all events, is not a prejudiced witness :— 


‘«The main cause of the present unpopularity 
of aliens in Kast London remains to be stated. 
The inflow of the foreign Jew has brought with 
it an immense amount of overcrowding. the 
direct and indirect effects of which have been 
alikeinjurious. The number of families occupy- 
ing one-roomed tenements is very great, too 
many lodgers are received and illegally occupied 
basements are far too common.” 


Then he goes on to say :— 


“Tt is significant that some East Hnd 


The undoubted cause of 
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this discrimination is that only Jewish tenants 
will be able to afford the rents demanded and, 
will pay these rents hy overcrowding their 
houses. The bitterness of feeling caused by 
this infamous state of things can be readily 
imagined. I should have a word to say about 
the bitterness of feeling, but I think that I 
have sail enough to prove that these people 
are (lisplacing our own people, and that the 
conditions which result from this displacement 
are of a serious and most dangerous character. 


Address in Reply to 





The, aliens, it is true, have brought the 
cheap clothing trade, }ut at what a 
price! Sir, the evil done in respect to 
the Housing problem alone is immeasur- 
ably greater than any advantage 
conferred on the community by the 
introduction of boots and clothes made 
for the most part by sweated labour. 
Moreover, these trades would in no way 
suffer by restriction. The supply of 
foreign labour already here is more than 
sufficient to maintain them, and_ the 
families of the immigrants will yield 


enough recruits without any further 
enlistment from abroad. Do __ hon. 


Members suppose, does the Government 
suppose, that the peopie in East London 
are comforted or consoled by such a 
discussion on the housing question as we 
listened to a right or two ago, in which 
the real cause of their trouble and misery 
and anxiety was never as much as men- 
tioned ? 

Does anyone believe that an inquiry 
into the time for repayment of loans, 
which may possibly produce a reduction 
of Gd. per week in the rent of rooms as 
yet unbuilt, is any consolation to the 
people who week by week are being 
driven from their homes to make reom 
for aliens and strangers who are huddled 
tozether, young and old, of both sexes, in 
defiance of decency and of sanitary regula- 


tions? If so they are making a terrible 
mistake. Andido not let it be supposed 


that this pressure and displacement can 
go on in one district without affecting the 
whole metropolis. The families driven 
out have to find accommodation else- 
where ; a double strain and responsibility 
is thus placed upon us, and the disturb- 
ance commencing in East London is felt 
throughout the suburbs and the town. 

I have left myself no time to touch 
upon many other points which I hope 
will be brought out in the debate, such 
as the character of the immigrants 
There are some who would have us 
believe that they are nothing but bad, 
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others that they are nothing but good. 


Sir, the truth lies between these two 
extremes. If there are many who are 
thrifty, sober and industrious, the Police 
Reports and Quarter Sessions show that 
among the thousands who come here 
there is a considerable proportion of bad 
characters, and that the competition 
with home industries extends to burglary 
and other cognate crimes: I should have 


thought we had enough criminals of 
our own. The police regulations of 


France, Russia, Germany and Austria 
in this respect replace the restrictive 
legislation which is necessary here. 
Surely the Executive Government should 
have the power to deport such persons 
as were recently referred to by the 
Chairman at Clerkenwell Sessions, who 
stated that foreign criminals “ had 
recently been landing by hundreds in 
London,” formed themselves into gangs 
and carried on systematic series of 
burglaries. As to a remedy for the 
evils [ have attempted to describe, that 
is a matter for the Government. I] 
understand them to admit the evil, and 
it is surely not beyond their powers to 
devise a cure. They havetheir own Bills 
to begin with. They may say such legis- 
lation would be ineffective, but. Sir, is 
has never been tried! They have the 
example of every civilised country in 
Europe, as well as America and the 
Colonies, before them. It is said that 
the American law has not kept many 
aliens out, but no one can say what 
the position would have been in America 
if no restrictive leg’slation had existed. 
Moreover, we know from President 
Roosevelt that the law isto be strength- 
ened. Will the Government look ahead 
a little and ask themselves what the 
end is to be? It is, as Lord Salisbury 
has said, a mathematical certainty that 
the more other channels are stopped, the 
greater will be the flow down the channels 
which are open. Sir, there is only one 
channel open and it leads to these shores. 
A steady stream flows along it now, 
and it is liable to be swollen at any 


time. Fresh legislation in America—a 
turn of the screw in Russia—a_ bad 


harvest in Eastern Europe—such disturb- 
ances, as we have lately seen in German 
Poland—will certainly and inevitably add 
largely to its volume. Can anyone, I 
don’t care whether he is in favour of 
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this Amendment or against it; can any- 
one who looks even a little way into the 
future contemplate a certain increasing 
and concentrated addition to the poorest 
and most helpless of our population 


without the gravest anxiety? The 
danger is not am imaginary one. It is 


here uvon us now, and everything which 
other countries are doing points to its 
inevitable and certain growth. 

It has been said that this movement 
and agitation is aimed against the Jewish 
Sir, it seems hardly necessary for 


race. : 
me to repudiate so monstrous and 
groundless a charge. Does any sane 


man believe that these immigrants are 
objected to on account of their religion ? 
They are objected to not because they 
are Jew or Gentile, but purely on social 
and The Jewish 
people who are already here are as much 
interested in restriction as any other 
part of the community. As the num- 
bers coming from abroad increase, so 
their chances in life diminish. Employ- 
ment. house accommodation, the means 
of earning a living grow, less and less. 
Andthough the charity and benevolence 
of the Hebrew community is as bound- 
less as their wealth, that too- has its 
limits which must soon be reached. lt 
is that very charity, indeed, which 
among other things attracts so many of 
their co-religionists here, and I do not 
doubt but what those who dispense it 
regard the future with grave misgiving. 
We look with confidence for the support 
of the leaders of Jewish opinion in this 
matter; indeed,im many instances, we 
have it already. They know better than 
anvone else the eviland dangers which 
the influx, if continued much longer, will 
entail. If they range themselves against 
the natural and rising feeling of the 
people on this subject, then, indeed, there 
is a grave risk of an anti-Semitic colour 
being imparted to this controversy. 
We appeal to their English citizenship, 
to their patriotism, and Imperial spirit to 
help us in dealing with what they Tam 
sure they will admit is a situation of 
xtreme gravity. 

- is indeed earnestly to be desired that 
all sections of the community, that all 
parties in this House and in the country, 
should combine to find a solution of this 
problem. It is not an ordinary natural 
movement and interchange of popula- 


Major Evans Gordon. 


economic grounds. 
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tion with which we have to deal. It ig 
an organised deportation and importa- 
tion from Eastern Europe to these shores 
of masses of human beings, and a de- 
liberate transference of the burdens of 
foreign nations to our shoulders. 

Local opinion is practically unanimous 
as to the existence of the evil and the 
necessity for a remedy. ‘The Borough 
Council representing five Parliamentary 
divisions in the Tower Hamlets have 
passed a resolution by a large majority 
urging the Government to take some 
action. Meetings have been held all 
over East London and they culminated 
in a great demonstration at the People’s 
Palace on the 14th of this month at which 
some 6,000 people were present. No 
such gathering representing all classes, 
ereeds, and every shade of political opinion 
belief 


and religious has ever come 
together on any question before. Eight 


Members of this House were present, and 
can testify to the enthusiasm and unan- 
imity with which the resolutions were 
passed. But this movement is not 
confined to East London. There are 
districts such as that behind Regent 
Street and Soho, and at Saffron Hill, 
where there are large and increasing 
foreign colonies of the worse class. These 
are the haunts of foreign prostitutes and 
souteneurs of gambling dens and dis- 
orderly houses. A band of several 
hundred Italians, everyone with a knife, 
which he is too ready to use, is at this 
moment I believe causing great anxiety 
to the County Council, and it has only 
just come to my knowledge that aliens 
irom Poland have established themselves 
in North East Lanark and are entering 
into competition with the miners there 
and lowering their standard of life and 
wages. 

Sir, where is this going to end? After 
years of patient waiting the feeling of the 
people is aroused. An agitation is in 
progress which will not again cease until 
some measure to safeguard our working 
class is devised. There is dangerous dis- 
content, and resentment which is bitter 
and deep. Under such circumstances as 
I have endeavoured to describe is it to be 
wondered at? The working classes in 
East London, and indeed in other parts 
of the town and the country, know that 
the aliens are increasing in thousands 
year by year; they know that new 








128] 


buil 
for 
rent 
fami 
that 
on | 
crov 
very 
wall 
of e 
close 
brot 
dept 
is g' 
pow 
man 
his 
desi 
K 
ing 
thei 
to § 
sole 
the 
is b 
burs 
is 11 
som 
that 
day. 
Si 
thor 
who 
tion 
pr¢ of 
anxi 
has 
pro: 
and. 
appt 
as 
rest: 
cant 
pers 
men 
rece 


*% 
(Bet 
seco 
hon. 
in} 
to | 
add 
first 
ae 
Lon 
ing 





1280 


It is 
nporta- 
: Shores 
l a de- 


lens of 


1imous 
id the 
rough 
entary 
; have 
ajority 
some 
Id all 
inated 
eople’s 
which 
No 
lasses, 
pinion 
come 
Eight 
;, and 
unan- 
were 
not 
are 
egent 
Hill, 
ising 
"hese 
sand 
dis- 
veral 
nife, 
this 
clety 
only 
liens 
Ives 
ring 
here 
and 


{ter 
the 
in 
ntil 
ing 
dis- 
(ter 
3 as 
) be 
in 
rts 
1at 
ids 


ew 





1281 Address in Reply to 
buildings erected are not for them, but 
for strangers from abroad; they see 
rents rising enormously; they see 
families evicted daily ; they see notices 
that no English need apply placarded 
on vacant rooms; they see the schools 
crowded with foreign children, and the 
very posters and advertisements on the 
walls in a foreign tongue ; they see lines 
of employment, formerly open to them, 
closed; they see small shopkeepers 
brought to ruin; they see themselves 
deprived of their Sunday, for that, too, 
is gone, and it is no longer within the 
power of an English working man in 
many parts of East London to enjoy 
his day of rest, however much he may 
desire it. 

Knowing all this, seeing all this, feel- 
ing all this, is it to be wondered at that 
their temper should rise? I do not wish 
to appear as an alarmist, but I can 
solemnly assure the Government and 
the House of Commons that a storm 
is brewing which, if it be allowed to 
burst, will have deplorable results. It 
is in the earnest hope that we may do 
something to prevent such a catastrophe 
that we bring this matter forward to- 
day. 

Sir, we in this House, and tens of 
thousands of men and women outside, 
who take a deep interest in this ques- 
tion, and who earnestly believe in its 
profound seriousness and gravity, wait 
anxiously to hear what the Government 
has to tell us. Will they repeat the 
promises of legislation so often given, 
and, pending that legislation, will they 
appoint a Royal Commission to report, 
as early as possible, on what form a 
restrictive measure should take? I 
cannot answer for my colleagues, but, 
personally, my action on this Amend- 
ment will depend upon the reply I may 
receive. 


* (4.57.) Mr. FORDE 
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I allowed this opportunity to pass with- 
out associating myself with my hon. and 
gallant friend the Member for Stepney in 
all he has said upon this momentous 
question. What is the great difficulty 
in the housing problem with which we 
are faced at the present time? I submit 
it may be summed up as follows: 
A large proportion of our working 
classes are compelled to live in certain 
districts of our great cities within easy 
access of their work. They are obliged 
to do so because it is absolutely 
necessary, by reason of the nature of 
their employment, that they should 
live within easy reach of it. The 
question they have to face is whether 
a house or room can _ be obtained 
there at a rental within reach of their 
very slender earnings, and I submit that 
the chief difficulty of the housing 
problem which confronts us in London 
to-day is that these people are not able 
to obtain such accommodation owing 
to this vast alien population. The reason 
is not far to seek. 

If we look at the Board of Trade 
returns for the past year we find 
that 150,000 of these people entered 


this country, of whom 79,000 are 
stated to be en route for America 
or some other place ; this leaves 


70,765 who have come to these shores 
definitely to reside. I do not accept 
those figures as correct. I believe if it 
were possible for us to obtain correct 
| figures as to the number of foreigners 
| arriving here we should find it to be a 
|far larger number than that stated in 
| the report. But even assuming that these 
| figures are correct, what do they mean ? 
|1 put that question to the serious con- 
| sideration of members on both sides of 
| the House. An additional population of 
| 70,000 persons, all of the very poorest 
| class, is arriving here annually. That 
|is a very serious danger. If these 
70,000 persons are crowded into these 








(Bethnal Green, 8.W.): In rising to; already congested districts, and they 
second the Amendment, I would ask | increase very rapidly, it follows of 
hon. Members to grant me that kind | necessity that the effect on the rentals in 
injulgence which they are ever wont | those parts of London and other great 
to extend to one who ventures to | cities must be to abnormally advance 
address this august Assembly for the|them. The result is that the slum land- 
first time. As the representative of | lord finds that he can obtain twice 
a constituency in the East End of} or three times as much rent for his 
London, composed entirely of the work- | property, by letting it to the sweater who 
ing classes, 1 should fail in my duty if| preys upon these poor destitute folk, as 
3C 
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he would obtain from the British working 
man, who has the greatest difficulty to 
support himself, wife and family, on the 
slender earnings he is able to gain. The 
British workman is thus squeezed out 
of his home, and what happens ? 
The house is immediately taken by 
five, six, eight, or ten of these aliens, 
who herd together under conditions 
which are at once degrading and insani- 
tary. I know it has been said by some 
people that this is a racial question, and 
that we are trying to stir up anti- 
Semitic feeling. I will not detain the 
House going into such a question. The 
reverse is the fact. No one deplores 
more than I do the attitude taken up by 
some foreign countries towards the Jews. 
I am quite certain that I am voicing, not 
only my own opinion but that of the hon. 
members associated with me on the sub- 
ject when I say that we are anxious to 
protect the Jewish working man quite as 
much as the Christian working man. 
This is not a question of Jew or Gentile. 
We are speaking of foreign paupers and 
aliens as a whole. When I use the word 
aliens, | refer not only to Russians and 
Poles, but also to Austrians and Italians 
—of whom there is a large 

chiefly ice cream vendors and 
grinders, in Hatton Garden —and to 
the French immigrants in the neighbour- 
hood of Soho. It is unfortunate that the 
racial question should be introduced into 
the matter, but it is difficult for us to 
enlighten the uneducateed classes of 





this country upon the subject. All 
they know is that they are being | 
turned out of their homes and the| 


neighbourhoods in which they are obliged 
to live, in order to carry on their work, | 
and that their places are being taken by 
Russian and Polish Jews, and you cannot 
persuade them that it is not a racial | 
question. They naturally take a hatred 
to the Jewish people. It is for the Govern- | 
ment to prevent that anti-Semitic feeling | 
which, if something is not done to che ck | 
the influx of aliens into this c ountry, must | | 
inevitably result in an outbreak of very 
grave proportions. It is argued by some 
that if a foreigner can live on so much 
less than an Englishman, then it is high 
time that the British working man went 
to the wall. Ido not think that is an 
opinion which will commend itself to hon. 
Members on whichever side they may sit. 


Mr. Forde Ridley. 
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The degrading conditions under which 
these people live are not such as, I am sure, 
we should desire to see the rising genera- 
tion of English people brought up under. 
These unfortunate people live under con- 
ditions which are bad in every way— 
morally, physically and socially. I have 
had to consider this question by meeting 
it face to faceand day by day in my own 
constituency. No one benefits by this 
influx of aliens but the slum landlord 
and the sweater, and no one else can 
benefit by it. I appeal to the Govern- 
ment before it is too late to give us some 
assurance that they will take this matter 
into their very serious consideration, and 
take steps to initiate legislation without 
further delay. 


Amendment proposed, at the end of 
the Question, to add the words,— 

“ But we humbly represent to Your Majesty 
the urgent nec essity ot introduceng legislation 
to regulate and restrict the immigration of 
destitute aliens into London and other cities in 
the United Kingdom:”—(Jajor Evans- 
Gor don — 


Question proposed, “That those word® 
be there added.” 


*(5.8.) THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. GeEraLp BALFour, 
Leeds, Central): [sympathise with much, 
though perhaps not all, that has fallen 
from my two hon. friends who have 
introduced the subject to the notice of the 
House. Iam sure that nobody, whether he 
agrees with them or not, can complain of 
the tone in which they have dealt with 
this matter, which so properly and deeply 
interests them. My hon. and gallant 
friend, the Member for Stepney, 
made some complaint of remissness 
on the part of the Government with 
regard to the subject of alien immigrants. 
| It is perfectly natural that hon. Gentleman 
who are interested in particular measures, 
when they find that measures of that 
nature are not brought forward by the 
Government, should feel inclined to 
charge the Government with remissness. 
I can, however, assure my hon. and 
gallant friend that there is no change in 
the general attitude of the Government 
in respect to this question. We are still 
of opinion that great evils have followed 
in the train of “unrestricted alien immi- 
gration, the gravity of which it is 
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impossible to deny, and that in certain 
contingencies, by no means impossible, 
the dangers and inconveniences attending 
that immigration might suddenly and 
rapidly increase. We think it is anoma- 
lous that in, this country, almost alone I 
think among civilised countries, no power 
should exist of excluding or expelling any 
alien or class of aliens, however injurious 
their presence may be to the community, 
and we remain of opinion that that 
anomaly is not one which can be allowed 
But. while 
there is no change in the general attitude 
of the Government on this subject, we 


permanently to continue. 


cannot entirely leave out of sight the 
element that has been introduced by ac- 
cumulating experience, and especially the 
experience of America, of the great 
practical difficulty of dealing with the 
subject of alien immigration. 

The time at my disposal is very 


short, and I will not follow my hon. 
friends into the statistics of this 
question of alien immigration ; those 
statistics, no doubt, may not be 
perfect, though they are the best 


which the Board of Trade can provide, 
having regard to the limited powers at 
their disposal. But I think everybody 
will agree that in the first place the 


area over which the evil extends is 
a comparatively limited — one. It 
is confined, to all intents and pur- 


poses, to London, and in London to 


certain areas, especially the borough of 


Stepney. Within that area there is no) 
question whatever that the gravest evils 


have arisen from unrestricted alien immi- 
gration—{An Hon. MEMBER: “Leeds ”’} | 
—I hear an hon. Member behind me | 
mentions Leeds. There are a certain 
number of aliens from Eastern Europe 
in Leeds, as well as in London; but, 
during the 15 years | have represented 
Central Leeds, I am bound to say I 
have not received more than half-a-dozen 
It is 





representations on the subject. 
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the King’s Speech, 
not a burning question there, but in the 
Kast End of London it is an extremely 
burning question. In respect to the ex- 
tent of the evil there is a certain amount 
of difference of opinion. Without argu- 
ing the question, I will only say that, 
any 
sufficient reason to show that the pre- 


in my judgment, there is not 
sence of these aliens either increases in 
relative volume pauperism or crime, or 
that it has tended to the lowering of 
The 


real evils are those on which my two 


wages through over-competition. 


hon. friends have rightly laid great 
stress—namely, insanitation, overerowd- 
ing, the enhancement of rents, and the 
displacement of the native population. 
The really essential question is as regards 
the possible remedies by means of which 
My hon. 


and ga'lant friend has referred to the 


we can deal with this subject. 


Bills which have been brought into Parlia- 
ment in the last ten years, with the 
Now, 
what have been the provisions of those 
Bills 2 


power the inspectors of the Board of 


view of dealing with the evils. 


The proposal has been to em- 


Trade to board vessels at certain 
ports, and to prohibit the landing 
of certain classes of immigrants. 


These classes are idiots, insane persons 
paupers, persons likely to become a 
public charge, and persons suffering 
and in- 
Now, it stands to 


from dangerous, contagious, 
fectious diseases. 
reason that the great evils of immigra- 
tion referred to by my two hon. friends 
would not be removed in any measure 
mere exclusion of persons 
suffering from diseases, who could not 
number more than a few hundred in the 
course of a year. I go further, and say 
that a measure to enable Board of 
Trade inspectors to exclude destitute 


persons would entirely fail if its intended 
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efiect is to exclude the large proportion | produced there‘by these foreign colonies 


of the poorer classes of immigrants who 
now come Poland, and 
Roumania, and settle in the East End 
of London; the remedy would be wholly 
the 


from Russia, 


illusory. In this connection 
perience of the United States is very 
interesting. ‘That country has long had 


laws against alien immigration far more 


/of the 


ex- | 


as exists in the Kast End of London. 
So much so that in the Annual Report 
Commissioner- General of Im- 
migration of the United States, a pro- 


posal is seriously put forward to com- 


| pulsorily accomplish the distribution’ of 


stringent and severe than any laws it 


has hitherto been proposed to enact in 
this country ; yet the number of aliens 
who are prevented from landing in the 
United States is less than 1 per cent. of 
the My 


although 


entire number. hon. friend 
says that the 


actually excluded is small, yet the mere 


number 


existence of these laws has a deterrent 
effect. 


opinion. 


I am afraid I cannot adopt that 

Ido not think it is true that 
these laws have very much diminished 
the 
entering the 


pauper immigrants 
the 


number of 
United States from 
Continent of Europe. I must point out 
to my hon. friend that at the present 
into the United 


Poland, Roumania 


time the influx of alien 
States from 
and Italy is far greater than the im- 


YD, "3 « 
ussla, 


migration to this country. 
Polish 
immigrants to this country numbered, 
1899, 20,000 ; and 


Jy = 


last three years Russian and 
in 1898, 15,000 ; in 
in 1900, 25,000. 
considerable figures, and 
the 


These, no doubt, are 
they show 
increase as on. 
the 
Poland to 
1898, 
and in 


Precisely the same complaint, 


an go 


But 


and 


years 
Russia 
States 


emigration from 
the United 
34,000; in 


1900, 


was, in 


60,000 ; no less than 
90,000. 
though in a less degree, as has been 


made by my hon. friend comes to us 


the immigrants who arrive so that they 
shall settle 


area and so produce public mischief. 


no longer down in one 


What conclusion do I draw from this? 
[ have spoken of the difficulties of any 


remedy. But I do not think it would 


be right for the Government or Parlia- 


ment to embark on drastic legislation 
to cope with the evils of alien immi- 


gration to this country without a further 


‘Inquiry into the facts, and such inquiry 


During the | 


I am prepared, on behalf of the Govern- 
ment, to offer. It is, of course, possible 
(I do not wish to prejudice the inquiry) 
that the 


Committee or Commission might arrive 


conclusion to which any 
would be to show that these particular 
aliens could only be dealt with, not 
by restrictive provisions at the ports of 


entry, but by increasing the powers of 


local authorities under the Public 
Health Acts. On the other hand, 
|there are circumstances which rather 


1899, | 


forbode that this difficulty is likely to 
I had 


an interesting pamphlet sent to me the 


increase rather than to’diminish. 


other day in which it was stated that 
the Jewish authorities in New York had 
intimated to the Jewish authorities in 
this country that they intended to 
prevent the further immigration of Jews 
into the United States. It is here that 


the danger is threatening us—from the 


| proposed action of the Jews themselves 


from America, that these immigrants | 


segregate in certain districts of the large 
cities, and that the 
Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


same evils are 


on the other side of the Atlantic; 


and, if, 1 may judge from a passage in 


President Roosevelt’s Message to Con- 
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gress, the American Jews will not have 
much difficulty in persuading the 
authorities of the United States to 


Address in Reply to 


increase the stringency of the immigra- | 
My impression is that the | 


tion laws. 
immigration laws in the United States 
have been inoperative and ineffective, 
but if these laws were strengthened so 
as to become operative and effective, 
there is no doubt in the world a very 
considerable portion of the vast stream 
of emigrants which flowed from all 
parts of Europe, especially trom East 
ern Europe and Italy, to the ,United 
States would be turned to the shores of 
this country ; and must 
admit that, 
we must in some way or other adopt 


everyone 
in these circumstances, 
measures of self-preservation. 


*(5.25.) Mr. STUART SAMUEL 
(Lower Hamlets, Whitechapel) said that as 
the representative of a constituency in 
which a large number of those aliens 
resided, he welcomed an inquiry on the 
part of the Government. He should like 
to draw the attention of the House to the 
fact that the demand for legislation on 
alien immigration was based upon the 
statement that the returns of the Board of 
Trade were incorrect, and that the Census 
returns showing that the number of 
foreigners in London was 135,000, which 


confirmed the returns of the Board of | 


| Amendment. 
He had every | — 


Trade, were also incorrect. 
reason to believe that any inquiry that 
might be made would simply confirm the 
official returns. The hon. Member for 
Bethnal Green said that 70,000 aliens 
came into London last year; but 89,600 
foreigners migrated in the same period, 
therefore the balance was against the 
In 1891 the Census 

that there 


returns 
95,000 


aliens. 


showed were 


foreigners in London, and now ten 


{29 January 1902} 
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years after they numbered 135,000. The 


hon. member’s statement made outside 
this House, that 60,000 foreigners came 


the King’s Speech. 


here to settle every year, therefore, re- 
ceived no confirmation. The total num- 
ber of foreigners receiving poor law relief 


_in London in 1900 was 2,015 individuals, 


of whom 1,100 were Russian and Rou- 
manian, and in Whitechapel the total 
number of people] relieved in 1899 was 
725, of whom 570 received only medical 
relief, whereas in 1900 the total had 
decreased to 494. 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): Will the hon. Gentleman say 
whether these figures include the number 
relieved by the; Jewish 
Guardians ? 


Board of 


*Mr. STUART SAMUEL said he was 
speaking of the burdens upon the public 
funds. He had shown that these immi- 
grants did not, to any extent, become a 
burden on the public rates Time did 
not permit him to go into the question 
further, but he held that any fair inquiry 
would result in the disproval of the asser- 
tions made by the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman. 


Mayor EVANS-GORDON : I beg, with 
theleave of the House, to withdraw the 


(5.30) Mr. JOHN BURNS (Batter- 
sea): May I ask the right hon. the Pre- 
sident of the Board of Trade whether the 
proposed inquiry will extend to the dis- 
trict of Park Lane ? 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Main Question put and agreed to. 
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Resolved, that an humble Address be 
presented to His Majesty, as followeth :— 


Most Gracious Sovereign. 


We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to Your 
Majesty for the Gracious Speech which 


Your Majesty has addressed to both | 


Houses,of Parliament. 


To be presented by Privy Councillors 
and Members of His Majesty’s Household. 


SUPPLY. 


Resolved, that this House, will, upon 
Friday, resolve itself into a Committee 


to consider of the Supply to be granted | 


to His Majesty. 


Ordered, that the several Estimates 
presented to this House during the pre- 
sent Session be referred to the Committee 
of Supply.—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


WAYS AND MEANS. 

Resolved, that this’: House will, upon 
Friday, resolve itself into a, Committee to 
consider of the Ways and Means for 
raising the Supply to be granted to His 
Majesty.—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACTS, AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed for 
to-morrow. 


NEW BILIS. 


FALSE MARKING. 


Bill to restrain the False Marking of 
Foreign goods as British-made, ordered 
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| to be brought in by Sir Howard Vincent, 
| Major Rasch, Colonel Brookfield, Mr. 
| Seaton-Karr, and Mr. Field. 





| 
| FALSE MARKING BILL. 


| “To restrain the False Marking of 
| Foreign goods as British-made,” presented 
and read the first time; to be read a 
‘second time upon Wednesday next, and 
_to be printed. [Bill 69.] 


| PUBLIC TRUSTEE AND EXECUTOR. 


Bill for the appointment of a Public 
Trustee and Executor, ordered to be 
brought in by Sir Howard Vincent, Mr. 
H. D. Greene, Mr. Howard, and Colonel 
| Tufnell. 


PUBLIC TRUSTEE AND EXECUTOR 
BILL. 

“For the appointment of a Public 

Trustee and Executor,” presented and 

| read the first time; to be read a second 

time upon Wednesday next, and to be 

| printed. [Bill 70. | 


ICE CREAM SHOPS (SCOTLAND). 


| Bill to regulate the opening and closing 
‘of shops for the sale of ice cream, 


refreshments for consumption on the 
| premises, and tobacco, ordered to brought 
|in by Mr. Orr-Ewing, Mr. Cameron Cor- 


_bett, Mr. John Dewar, and Mr. Law. 


ICE CREAM SHOPS (SCOTLAND) BILL 


| “To regulate the opening and closing 
|of shops for the sale of ice cream, 


refreshments for consumption on the 


| premises, and tobacco,” presented and 


| read the first time; to be read a second 


| time upon Thursday, 27th February, and 


to be printed. [Bill 71.] 


Adjourned at twenty-eight minutes 
before Six o’clock. 
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1293 Private Lill 3) JANUARY 
HOUSE OF LORDS, 


Thursday, 80th January, 1902. 


OFFICE OF LORD GREAT 
CHAMBERLAIN. 


Petition of Sir John James 
Henry Stewart Murray, Knight of the 


Most Noble Order of the Thistle, Duke 
of Atho!l. Marquess and Earl of Tulli- 
hardine. Earl of Strathtay and Strath- 
ardle, Viseount Glenalmond, Balquhidder 
and Glenlyon, Baron Murray of Tulli- 
bardine, Lord Balquhidder Balvenie and 


Gask in Scotland, Baron Strange of 
Knockyn in England, Earl Strange, 


Murray of 
in Great 


and Baron 
Gloucester 


Baron Percy, 
Stanley, county 


Britain, Baron Glenlyon of Glenlyon in 
the Unted Kingdom, to His Majesty, 


praying His Majesty to declare that he 


and his heirs are entitled to the office or | 
Chamberlain of 


dignity of Lord Great 
Engiand, and that if it should appear to 
His Majesty that the said office or dignity 
of Lord Great Chamberlain has revert+d 
to the Crown, and is therefore at His 
Majesty's disposal, 
gra iously pleased to bestow upon the 
Petitioner the said office or dignity of 
Lord Great Chamberlain, as enjoyed by 
his ancestors, together with His Majesty's 
reference thereof to this House, and the 
aeport of the Attorney-General thereon : 
presented (by Command), read, and 
referred to the Committee for Privileges 
to consider and report. 


Petition of George Henry Hugh 
Marquess of Cholmondeley to His 


Majesty, praying His Majesty that he 
may be declared entitled to and may be 
confirmed in the ownership, possession, 
and enjoyment of a moiety of the office 
of Hereditary Lord Great Chamberlain 
of England ; together with His M: ajesty’s 
reference thereof to this House, and the 
report of the Attorney General thereon : 
presented (by Command), read, and 
referred to the Committee for Privileges 
to consider and report. 


Petition of the Right Honourable 
Charles Robert Earl of Carrington to 
His Majesty, praving His Majesty that 
he may be declared entitled to and 


may be confirmed in the ownership, 
possession, and enjoyment of a moiety 


VOL. 


CI. [FouRtH SERIES. ] 


His Majesty wil! he 


| 
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of the office of Hereditary Lord Great 
of England, or that if 
(contrary to his contention) the said 
office is vacant or otherwise in His 
Majesty’s disposal, His Majesty will be 
graciously pleased to bestow the said 


1902! Business. 


Cham berlain 


Hugh office upon the Petitioner and his heirs, 


together with His Majesty's reference 
thereof to this House, and the report 
of the Attorney General thereon : pre- 
sented (by command), read, and referred 
to the Committee for Privileges to con- 
sider and report. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bills 
have been complied with : 

Abercarn Urban District Gas. 

Abertillery Urban District Couneil. 

Ashton-under-Lyne and Dukintield 

Corporations (Alma Bridge, \e.) 

Baker Street and Waterloo Railway. 

Barking Gas. 

Barry Railway. 

Bedford Corporation Water. 

Belfast Corporation. 

Birkenhead Corporation. 

Birmingham Assay Office. 

Birmingham Corporation Water. 

Bournemouth Gas and Water. 

Bradford Corporation. 

Bradford-on-Avon Gas. 

Brighton and Rottingdean 

Electric Tramroad. 

Bristol Corporation. 

Bristol Water 

Broadstairs Gas. 

sromley Gas. 

Brompton and Piceadilly Cireus Rail- 
way (New Lines, \c.) 

Brynaman and Neath Railway. 

Brynmawr and Western 
Railway (Vesting). 

Buxton Urban District Council. 

Caterham and District Gas- 

Cavehill and Whitewell Tramwavs. 

Central London Railway (New Lines). 

Chard Gas. 

Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 

Railway (No. 3). 

Charing Cross, Hammersmith, and 
District Electrie Railway (No. 2). 
Chigwell, Loughton, and Woodford 

Gas. 


Seashore 


Valleys 


3D 
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City and Brixton Railway. 

City and Brixton Railway (Abandon- 
ment). 

City and Crystal Palace Railway. 

City and North-East Suburban Electric 
Railway (No. 2). 

City of Londen (Spitalfields Market). 

City of London (Streets) 

Clay Cross Railway. 

Cleethorpes Improvement. 

Colwyn Bay and Colwyn Urban Dis- 
trict Council. 

Commercial Gas. 

Consett Water. 

Cornwall Electric Power. 

Darley Dale Water. 

Dartford Improvement. 

Deal and Walmer Gas. 

Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire 
Electric Power. 

Devonport Corporation 
Powers). 

Devonport Corporation (Water). 

Devonport Water. 

Donegal Railway. 

Dover Harbour. 

Dublin Port and Docks Board. 

Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Rail- 
way. 

Eastbourne Corporation. 

East Worcestershire Water. 

Edgware and Hampstead (Railway. 

Erdington Tramways. 

Fareham Gas. 

Felixstowe and Walton Improvement. 

Finchley Improvement. 

Finedon Urban District Water. 

Furness Railway (Steam Vessels). 

Garston and District Tramways and 
Electric Supply (Transfer). 

Gloucestershire Electric Power. 

Grand Junction Water. 

Great Central and Midland Railways 
(South Yorkshire Railways). 

Great Central Railway. 

Great Eastern Railway. 

Great Northern and City Railway. 

Great Northern and Strand Railway. 

Great Northern Railway (No. 1). 

Great Northern Railway (No. 2). 

Great Western Railway. 

Great Western Railway (Crumlin 
Viaduct). 

Hastings Harbour District Railway 
(Extension of Time). 

Herne Bay Improvement. 

Higham Ferrers and Rushden Water 
Board. 


(General 
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Huddersfield Corporation. 

Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding 
Junction Railway and Dock (South 
Yorkshire Extension Lines). 

Isle of Wight Central Railway. 

Kent Electric Power. 

Kent Water. 

Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Rail 
way. 

King’s Road Railway (Putney Exten- 
sion). 

Knaresborough Improvement. 

Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
(Southport and Cheshire Lines 
Extension Railway Transfer). 

Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
(Steam Vessels). 

Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
(Various Powers). 

Lancashire County (Lunatic Asylums). 

Leamington Corporation. 

Leicester Corporation. 

Leicestershire and Warwickshire Elec- 
tric Power. 

Leyland and Farington Gas. 

Limpsfield and Oxted Water. 

Lincoln and East Coast Railway 
(Dock Abandonment). 

Liverpool Cathedral. 

Liverpooi Corporation. 

Liverpool Grain Storage and Transit 
Company. 

London and India Docks Company 
(Lighterage Rates, &c.) 

London and India Docks Company 
(Various Powers). 

London and North-Western Railway. 

London and South-Western Railway. 

London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway. 

London County 
Supply). 

London 
Powers). 

London County Council (Subways and 
Tramways). 

London School Board (Superannua- 
tion). 

London, 
Railway. 

London United Electric Railways. 

London Water (Purchase). 

Longwood Gas. 

Manchester and Liverpool! Electric 
Express Railway. 

Manchester Corporation 
Powers). 

Manchester Corporation Tramways. 


Council (Electric 


County Council (General 


Tilbury, and Southend 


(General 
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Manchester District Telephone Board. 

Manchester (Market Street Area) Im- 
provements. 

Margate Corporation Water. 

Medway and Thames Canal, 

Menai Bridge Urban District Council. 

Metropolitan District Railway. 

Metropolitan Railway. 

Middlesex County Council Tramways. 


{30 January 1902} 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


Midland Counties Junction Railways 


(Sale) Act, 1901 (Amendment). 
Midland Railway. 
Midland Railway (Steam Vessels). 


National Telephone Company (King- | 


ston-upon-Hull. 


National Telephone Company (Man- | 


chester Area). 
Newcastle and Gateshead Water. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply. 
Newport Corporation. 
North and South Shields 
Railway. 
North Eastern Railway. 


Electric | 


North-East London Railway (No. 2). 


North Metropolitan Electric Power 
Supply. 

North Metropolitan Tramways. 

North Staffordshire Tramways. 

Northumberland Electric Power. 

North Warwickshire Water. 

North-West London Railway. 
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Business. 


Swansea Cerporation. 

Swansea Corporation Water, 

Swindon United Gas. 

Taff Vale Railway. 

Thames River Steamboat Service. 

Ticehurst Water. 

Tipton Urban District Council. 

Tiverton Market. 

Tyne Improvement Commission. 

Wadhurst Gas. 

Warrington Corporation (Education). 

Waterford and Bishop Foy Endowed 
Schools. 

Weardale and Shildon District Water. 

West Gloucestershire Water. 

West Ham Gas. 

West Hampshire Water. 

Whitechapel and Bow Railway. 

Wigan Corporation. 

Wolverhampton Corporation Water. 

Wrexham Water. 

York Corporation. 

Ystradfellte Water. 


And the Certificates that the Standing 


| Orders applicable to the following Bills 
| have not been complied with ; 


| 
| 


| 
| 


Norwich Corporation (Electricity, &c.). | 


Nottingham and Retford Railway. 
Nottingham Corporation. 

Omagh Urban District Gas. 
Owens College, Manchester. 


Piccadilly and City Railway (No. 2.). 


Plymouth, Devonport, and South- 
Western Junction Railway. 

Preston Corporation. 

Rathmines and Rathgar 
District Council. 

Reading Gas. 

Rhondda Urban District Council. 

Richmond Hill (Preservation of View). 

Rickmansworth Gas. 

Rossendale Valley Tramways. 

Rusthall Manor. 

Salford Corporation. 

Shepton Mallet Gas. 

South,Eastern and London, Chatham, 
and Dover Railways. 

South Metropolitan Gas. 

Southport and Lytham Tramroad. 

South Wales Electrical Power Dis- 


Urban 


tribution. 
Street Urban District Council Water. 
Sutton Bridge Dock, 


Central Argentine and Rosario Rail- 
way. 

Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and 
Harbours. 

Rhymney Railway. 

West Ham Corporation. 


BOARD OF TRADE (LABOUR 
DEPARTMENT). 
Directory of Industrial Associations in 


the United Kingdom: presented (by 


Command), and ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


House adjourned at Four o’clock, till 
to-morrow, half-past Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 30th January, 1902. 


The House met at Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


ABERCARN URBAN DISTRICT GAS. 


Petition. and Bill ordered to be brought 


|in by Mr. M’Kenna and Colonel Morgan. 


3D2 
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BARKING GAS. | CITY OF LONDON (STREETS). 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought , Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Humphreys-Owen and Mr.|in by Sir Joseph Dimsdale and Sir 
Renshaw. | Horatio Davies. 


BEDFORD CORPORATION WATER. CLAY CROSS RAILWAY. 


a ae ee USNS Tee nrc ; 
. “Sap and 3 ery d me oe Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
y Mr. Pym and Lord Alwyne Compton. | in by Mr. Victor Cavendish, Mr. Bromley- 
BELFAST CORPORATION. | Davenport, Mr. Markham, Mr. Thomas 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | Bayley, and Mr. T. D. Bolton. 


in by Mr. William Johnston and Nir | eee 
James Haslett, CLEETHORPES IMPROVEMENT. 
eis, eT eee | Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
BIRKENHEAD CORPORATION. ' | in by Mr. Doughty and Mr. Harold J, 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | Reckitt. 
in by Sir Elliott Lees and Mr. Hoult. | 
oiay " ‘ WYN BAY AND COLWYN URBAN 
BOURNEMOUTH GAS AND water, |COLWEN Bay ae OUNCIL ; 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 


: an Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Dickinson and Mr. Goddard. 


in by Mr. John Roberts and Mr. William 
Jones. 





BRIGHTON AND ROTTINGDEAN 
SEASHORE ELECTRIC TRAMROAD. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 

in by Mr. Loder, Mr. Vernon-Wentworth, 
and Sir Henry Fletcher. 





COMMERCIAL GAS. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir John Colomb and Mr. Kimber. 


, ‘ORNWALL ELECTRIC POWER. 
BROADSTAIRS GAS. i" oH : - 
otitis 9: ; Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Caine and Mr. Hain 
in by Mr. James Lowther and Mr. | Seed Fs pea aa ea 
Kimber. DARTFORD IMPROVEMENT. 
BROMLEY GAS. Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
Desa Dp: ‘in by Sir William Hart Dyke and Mr. 
_ Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought i ; 
im by Sir William Hart Dyke, Sir John | itaid 
Aird, and Mr. Firbank. | DERBYSHIRE AND NOTTINGHAMSHI:! 
' nip ELECTRIC POWER. 
—— e nepal e or Snes | Petition, and Bill ordered to he brought 
BAILWAY (VESTING). in by Mr. Thomas Bayley and Mr. Bolton. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Macartney and Mr. David) DUBLIN PORT AND DOCKS BOARD. 


Maclver. Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
‘in by Mr. Hartington, Mr. M‘Cann, and 


CAVEHILL AND WHITEWELL Mr. John Gordon. 
TRAMWAYS. | 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | DUBLIN, ae 
‘ , ate ee : {ee RAILWAY. 
in by Mr. Atherley-Jones and Mr. Carvill. | om 
| Petition, and Dill ordered to be brought 
CHARD GAS. ‘in by Mr. Field, Mr. John Gordon, 


. . . | 7 Te) } » . as CC . 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | Viscount Milton, and Mr. James O Conno 


y Mr. Edward Stanley « y I | >; WATER 
“Sigal Edward Stanley and Colonel EAST WORCESTERSHIRE WATER. 


WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be bre myght 
in by Mr. Philip Foster and Mr. Martin. 


[ CITY OF LONDON (SPITALFIELDS — | 
MARKET). | 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | ERDINGTON TRAMWAYS 
| 
| 
| 


Petition, and Fill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Muntz and Mr. Cecil. 


im by Sir Joseph Dimsdale and Sir 
Horatio Davies. 
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Private Bill 
FAREHAM GAS. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir John Aird and Mr. Brand. 


1301 ‘30 Jan 


FINCHLEY IMPROVEMENT. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Captain 
Bowles. 
FINEDON URBAN DISTRICT WATER. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brough* 
in by Mr. Channing and Mr. Charles 
Spencer. 


FURNESS RAILWAY (STEAM VESSELS). 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Victor Cavendish and = Mr. 
Richard Cavendish. 
GARSTON AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 
AND ELECTRIC SUPPLY (TRANSFER). 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Higginbottom, Mr. William 
Lawrence, and Mr. Warr. 


GLOUCESTERSHIRE ELECTRIC POWER. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir John Dorington, Mr Scott 
Montagu, and Mr. Cripps. 


GRAND JUNCTION WATER. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir John Colom) and Mr. Goulding. 
GREAT CENTRAL AND MIDLAND RAIL- 
WAYS (SOUTH YORKSHIRE RAILWAYS). 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Henderson, Mr. Chapman, Sir 
Frederick Mappin, and Sir Willlam Cod- 
dington. 

GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Henderson and Mr. Chapman. 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Strutt and Mr. Penn. 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY (No. 1). 


Petition and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Jackson and Mr. Fison. 


GEEAT WESTERN RAILWAY (Cramlin 
Viaduct). 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 


in by Mr. David M’Iver and Mr. 


Brassey. 





Balfour and Captain | 
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| HIGHAM FERRERS AND RUSHDEN 
| WATER BOARD. 

| ne : 

| Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
|in by Mr. Channing and _ Colonel 


| Stopford-Sackville. 


WEST RIDING 
AND DOCK 
EXTENSION 


HULL, BARNSLEY, AND 
JUNCTION RAILWAY 
(SOUTH YORKSHIRE 
LINKS). 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by SirSeymour King, Mr. Firbank, 
Mr. Charles Wilson, and Sir James 
Woodhouse. 


KENT ELECTRIC POWER. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Ormsby-Gore and Mr. Price. . 


KENT WATER. 

Petition, and Billordered to be brought 
in by Sir William Hart Dyke and Mr. 
Penn. 

ARMAGH 


KINGSCOURT, KEADY, AND 


RAILWAY, 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Lonsdale, Sir James Haslett, 
Mr. T. M. Healy, and Colonel Walker. 


KNARESBOROUGH IMPROVEMENT. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Wharton and Colonel Gunter. 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (SOUTHPORT AND CHESHIRE 
LINES EXTENSION RAILWAY 
TRANSFER). 

Petition, and Bil ordered to be brought 


in by Sir Willlam Hornby and Mr. 
Fielden. 
LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 


WAY (STEAM VESSELS). 
Petition, and Bill ordered to ke brought 
in by Sir William Hornby, Mr. Fielden, 
Mr. T. M. Healy, and Mr. Joseph 
Nolan. 

LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE 
RAILWAY (VARIOUS POWERS). 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir William Hornby and Mr. 

Fielden. 


LEICESTERSHIRE AND WARWICK- 
SHIRE ELECTRIC POWER. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brovght — 


in by Mr. Muntz andSir John Rolleston. 
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LEYLAND AND FARINGTON GAS. 








Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Tomlinson and Mr. Worsley- | 


Taylor. 


LIMPSFIELD AND OXTED WATER. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 


in by Mr. Cubitt and Sir John Aird. 


LINCOLN AND EAST COAST RAILWAY 
AND DOCK (ABANDONMENT). 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Bromley-Davenport and Mr. 
Perks. 


LIVERPOOL CORPORATION, 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. William Lawrence, Mr. Warr, 
and Mr. Higginbottom. 
LONDON AND INDIA DOCKS 
(LIGHTERAG E RATES, ETC.) 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Alfred Haslam and Colonel 
Denny. 


LONDON AND INDIA DOCKS 
(VARIOUS POWERS). 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 


in by Sir Joseph Dimsdale and Mr. Alban | 


Gibbs. 
LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir William Houldsworth, Colonel 
Lozkw ood, and Mr. Macartney. 


LONDON SCHOOL BOARD 
(SUPERANNUATION). 
Petition and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Me. Macnamara and Mr. Ernest 
Flower. 


LONDON, TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND 
RAILWAY. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Round and Mr. Lyttelton. 


MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL 

ELECTRIC EXPRESS RA. LWAY. 
Petition, and Biil ordered to be brought 
in by Sir James Fergusson and Mr. 

Schwann. 

MANCHESTER CORPORATION 
(GENERAL POWERS). 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir James Fergusson and Mr. 


Schwann. 





{COMMONS} 


‘in by Mr. 


‘in by Sir Joseph W. 
| Kitson, and Mr. Wharton. 
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| MANCHESTER (MARKET STREET AREA) 
IMPROVEMENTS. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir James Fergusson and Mr. 
Groves. 

METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
inby Mr. Perks and Sir Charles Dalrymple, 


Business. 





METROPOLITAN RAILWAY. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. McLaren and Sir Christopher 
Furness. 

MIDDLESEX COUNTY COUNCIL 
TRAMWAYS. i 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Frederick Dixon Hartland and 
Mr. Bigwood. 

MIDLAND RAILWAY. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Frederick Mappin and Sir 
William Coddington. 
MIDLAND RAILWAY (STEAM VESSELS) 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Frederick Mappin and ‘Sir 
William Coddin gton. 

NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE ELECTRIC 

SUPPLY. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 

Burt and Mr. William Allan. 


NEWPORT CORPORATION. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Colonel Morgan and Mr. 
Joseph Lawrence. 
NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
Pease, Sir James 


NORTH METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC 
POWER SUPPLY. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Guthrie and Mr. Hermon- 
Hodge. 


NORTH METROPOLITAN TRAMWAYS. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Bigwood and Captain Charles 
Balfour 


NORTH WARWICKSHIRE WATER. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. William Jones and Mr. 


| Trevelyan. 
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NORTHUMBERLAND ELECTRIC POWER, 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 


in§by Mr. Trevelyan, Mr. Matthew White 
Ridley, and Major Evans-Gordon. 
NOTTINGHAM AND RETFORD 
RAILWAY. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Lord Henry Bentinck and Sir 
Frederick Milner. 

OMAGH URBAN DISTRICT GAS. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Murnaghan and Mr. T. W. 
Russell. 

PRESTON CORPORATION. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Tomlinson and Mr. Worsley- 
‘Taylor. 

RATHMINES AND RATHGAR 
DISTRICT COUNCIL. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 
an by Mr. Macartney, Mr. John Gordon, | 
r. Lonsdale, and Mr. 


RICHMOND HILL (PRESERVATION OF | 
VIEW. 


URBAN 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 
in by Mr. Skewes-Cox and Mr. Bigwood. 
SALFORD CORPORATION. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Groves, Mr. Platt- 
Higgins and Mr. Knowles. 


SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS. 


Petition, and Bill ordered io be 
brought in by Mr. Banbury and Mr. | 


Kimber. 
SOUTH WALES ELECTRICAL POWER 
DISTRIBUTION. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Alfred Thomas and Mr. D. A. 
Thomas. 

THAMES RIVER STEAMBOAT SERVICE. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 
in by Mr. Alban Gibbs and Sir Fortescue | 
Flannery. 


TICEHURST WATER. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Trevelyan and Mr. W illiam | 
Jones. 


TIPTON URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 
in by Sir ‘Alfred Hickman, Mr. W alford | 


Green, and Mr. Norman. 





William Moore. | 
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Business. 


WADHORST GAS. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. William Jones and Mr. 
Trevelyan. 

WEST GLOUCESTERSHIRE WATER. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Colsten and Mr. Walford 
Green. 


UARY 1892} 


WHITECHAPEL AND BOW RAILWAY. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Perks and Sir Charles Dal- 
rymple. 

PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS]. 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Xeport from the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That, in respect of the 
Bills comprised in the List reported by 
the Chairman of Ways and Means as 
intended to originate in the House of 
| Lords, they have certified that the Stand- 

| ing Orders have been —— with in 
| the following cases, viz. 


Abertillery Urban District Council. 
Ashton-under-Lyne and Dukinfield Cor- 
porations (Alma Bridge, &c.). 
Baker Street and W. aterloo Railway. 
Barry Railway. 
Birmingham Assay Office 
Birmingham Corporation Water. 
Bradford Corporation. 
bradford-on-Avon Gas. 
Bristol Corporation. 
Bristol Water. 
Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Rail- 
way (New Lines, Wc ). 
Brynaman and Neath Railway. 
Buxton Urban District Council. 
Caterham and District Gas. 
Central London Railway (New Lines). 
Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 
Railway (No. 3). 
Charing Cross, Hammersmith, and 
District Electric Railway (No. 2). 
Chigwell, Loughton, and Woodford 
Gas. 

City and Crystal Palace Railway." 

City and North East Suburban Electric 
Railway (No. 2) 

Consett Water. 

Darley Dale Water. 

Deal and Walmer Gas. 

Devonport Corporation 
Powers). 

Devonport Corporation (Water). 

Devonport Water. 

Donegal Railway. 

Dover Harbour. 


(General 
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Edgeware and Hampsteal Railway. 

Felixstowe and Walton Improvement. 

Great Northern and City Railway. 

Great Northern and Strand Railway. 

Great Northern Railway (No. 2). 

Hastings Harbour District | Railway 
(Extension of Time). 

Isle of Wight Central Railway. 

King’s Road Railway (Putney Exten- 
sion). 

Lancashire County (Lunatic Asylums). 

Leicester Corporation. 

Liverpool Cathedral. 

Liverpool Grain Storage and Transit 
Company. 

London and South Western Railway. 

London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway. 

London United Electric Railways. 

Longwood Gas. 

Margate Corporation Water. 

Medway and Thames Canal. 

Menai Bridge Urban District Council. 

Midland Counties Junction Railways 
(Sale) Act, 1901 (Amendment). 

National Telephone Company (Kings- 
ton-upon-Hull). 

National Telephone Company (Man- 
chester Area). 

Newcastle and Gateshead Water. 


Newcastle - upon - Tyne Corporation 
Tramways. 
North and South Shields Electric 


Railway. 
North-East London Railway (No. 2). 
North Staffordshire-Tramways. 
North-West London Railway. 
Nottingham Corporation. 
Owen's College, Manchester. 
Piceadilly and City Railway (No. 2). 
Plymouth, Devonport, and South 
Western Junction Railway. 
Rhondda Urban District Council. 
Rickmansworth Gas. 
Rusthall Manor. 
South Eastern and London, Chatham, 
and Dover Railways. 
Street Urban District Council Water. 
Sutton Bridge Dock. 
Swansea Corporation. 
Swansea Corporition Water. 
Swindon United Gas. 
Taff Vale Railway. 
Tiverton Market. 
Tyne Improvement Commission. 
Warrington Corporation (Education). 
Waterford and Bishop Foy Endowed 
Schoo's, 
Weardale an! Shildon District Water. 


{COMMONS } 
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Business. 


West Hampshire Water. 

Wigan Corporation. 

Wrexham Water. 

Ystradfellte Water. 

And that they have certified that the 
Standing Orders have not been complied 
with in the following cases, viz :-— 

Central Argentine and 

Railways. 

Rhymney Railway. 


Rosario 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS [LORDS] 
(STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED 
WITH). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
case of the Petitions for the following 
Bills, originating in the Lords, the 
Standing Orders have not been complied 
with viz. :— 

Central Argentine and Rosario Railway 

dill [Lords]. 

Rhymney Railway Bill {Lords}. 

Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH. 
Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
ease of the Petition for the following 
Bills, the Standing Orders have not 
been complied with, viz. :— 
Fishguard and Rosslare 
and Harbours Bill. 
West Ham Corporation Bill 


Railways 


Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL. 
Standing Orders not complied with 
referred to the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders. 
PETITIONS. 
GROCERS’ LICENCES. 
Petition from Flint, for legislation ; to 
lie upon the Table. 
MIDWIVES BILL. 


Petition from Mitcham, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
Petitions in favour ;—From’ Euxton > 
—and, Hemel Hempstead; to lie upon 
the Table, 


Questions. 


RETURNS, REPORTS. ETC. 


DIRECTORY OF INDUSTRIAL 
ASSOCTATIONS. 

Copy presented, of Directory of In- 
dustrial Associations in the United 
Kingdom [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


EVICTIONS (IRELAND). 
_Ccpy presented, of Return of Evic- 
tions in Ireland for the quarter ended 
sist December, 1901 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


MILITIA ACT, 1882 (DEPUTY LIEUTEN. 
ANTS, IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Return of des- 
criptions of qualifications of Deputy 
Lieutenants lodge} during 1901, as 
furnished to the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


MINES (EXPLOSION AT THE 
UNIVESAL COLLIERY, GLAMORGAN- 
SHIRE. 

Copy presented, of Reports to His 
Majesty's Secretary of State for the Home 
Department by W. Galloway, esquire, 
F.G.S., Professor of Mining at the Uni- 
versity College of South Wales and 
Monmouthshire ; 8. T. Evans, Esq., K.C., 
M.P., and J. T. Robson, esquire, one of 
His Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines, on the 
circumstances attending an Explosion 
which occurred at the Universal Colliery, 
Glamorganshire, on the 24th May, 1901 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS (APPROPRIATION 
ACCOUNTS). 

_ Appropriation Accounts presented, 
for the year ending 31st March, 1901, 
together with the Reports of the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General thereon and 
and certain Reports upon Store Accounts 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 

be printed. [No. 35.] 


{30 January 1902 } 
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(3.35.) QUESTIONS. 

South African War—Losses of British 
Mcrchants in the ‘Transvaal. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): [beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether His Majesty’s 
Government has considered the position 
of a number of British merchants carry- 
ing on business at Pretoria and Johann- 
esburg, who shut up their premises and 
abstained from further dealing with the 
enemy after the beginning of the war 
whether these merchants will receive 
compensation for their where 
their stores of goods have been com- 
mandeered without payment by the 
Boers, or where losses have been caused 
otherwise than by their default; and 
whether permits will now be given on 
an adequate scale for these merchants 
to send trustworthy agents up the 
country to fully restart their businesses. 


losses, 


THE SECRETARY or STATE FoR 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): Yes, sir. I have 
considered the position of the merchants 
referred to, and am aware that in 
many they have suffered un- 
merited loss, but such loss has been 
suffered by other classes as a conse- 
quence of the war, and no pledge can 
be given to pay compensation. With 
regard to permits, the issue is entirely 
in the hands of the local authorities, 
with whose discretion I cannot inter- 
fere, but Ll aminformed that the number 
of permits granted has been largely in- 
creased lately. 


cases 


Mr. CHANNING: Seeing that this 
question of compensation affects other 
classes as well as those indicated in the 
Question, may I take it that the matter 
is not absolutely closed in the view of 
the Government ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I really 
cannot add anything to the answer I 
have already given. 


Peace Proposals. 
Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord ot the 
Treasury, whether he is able to state 
when the Papers containing the com- 
munication of the Dutch Government. 
will be laid upon the Table. , 
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THe FIRST LORD oF THE!a fundamental character were at that 


TREASURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- | time already drafted by the legal adviser 


chester, E.): Iam unable to name the 
date on which these Papers shall be 
laid. I do not imagine that the Dutch 


Government are in possession, or will | 


be in possession until to-morrow, of the 
reply of His Majesty's Government, and, 
therefore, it is quite impossible to lay 
them this week. I hope, however, there 
will be no long delay. 


Mr. DALZIEL: Is it the right hon. 
Gentleman’s intention to publish the 
communication received and the reply, 
without waiting for further com- 
munications ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir; | 
do not know that I can answer that 
question. 


Administration of the Transvaal. 

Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies, whether, in view of the 
statement made by Lord Kitchener to 
the Burgher Police Committee, as re- 
ported in an enclosure of Lord Milner’s 
despatch to the Colonial Secretary of 
22nd January, 1901, to the effect that 
the Secretary for the Colonies had fore- 
shadowed an enlightened progressive 


Government in which the burghers 
themselves would take a prominent 


share, and which would ensure to them 
and their children all their rights of 
property as well as their ancient laws 
and customs, it is intended to defer any 
legislative interference with such rights 
of property and ancient laws and 
customs until such time as the body 
of the burgher population of the 
Transvaal can at least have cognizance 
of such new legislation, and can be 
consulted whether directly or indirectly. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I can give 
no pledge, but it is not intended to 
interfere by 
absolutely necessary for the 
administration of the country. 


Mr. C. P. SCOTT: I beg to ask the Sec- 
retary of State for the Colonies, whether, 
in few of the facts that, as stated by 
Lord Milner in his despatch of 14th 
December, 1901, permanent laws of 


legislation more than is | 


proper | 


to the Transvaal Administration for 
submission to the Legislative Council 
when it should have been called into 
existence, and that, in particular, an 
ordinance relating to the mitiing of gold 
and other precious metals was stated by 
the legal adviser to be in course of 
preparation, it has been decided to create 
a Legislative Council for the Transvaal 
to whom these matters shall be referred, 
or whether they will be determined by 
the Executive Council consisting of the 
Administrator and Heads of Depart. 
ments only. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: It is pro- 
posed to create a Legislative Council as 
soon as practicable, but I cannot fix any 
time fur this which must depend on the 
state of the country and the progress of 
military operations. 


Mr. C. P. SCOTT: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman undertake that no 
‘laws of a fundamental character” 
shall be passed ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have 
already said that I cannot give any 


pledge. 


Martial Law at the Cape. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON 
(Dundee): On behalf of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Morpeth, I beg to ask the Sec- 
retary of State for War, whether, when 
martial law was proclaimed in Cape 
Town on the 9th of October last, any 
acts of war had taken place near that 
city; and, if so, can he state within 
what distance and where; whether he 
is aware that on that day the private 
house of Mrs. Koopman, and the pro- 
fessional offices of Messrs. Sauer and 
Standen, and of Messrs. Van der Byl 
and Van der Horst were taken posses- 
sion of, and searched by soldiers or 
detectives ; is he aware of the position 
of Mrs. Koopman, who is a_ widow 
‘lady in Cape Town, and of Messrs. 
| Sauer and Standen and Messrs. Van 
|der Byl and Van der Horst who are 
| solicitors there; whether the house of 
| Mrs. Koopman is still watched by de- 


| tectives; whether any incriminating 
; documents were found either in her 
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house or in the offices of the geutle- 
men named; if not, whether he will 
say upon what ground and by whose 
orders these British subjects were sub- 
jected to this treatment ? 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey. Guild- 
ford): Martial law was declared in the 
Cape ports to prevent assistance being 
given to the enemy through the 
medium of those ports and the landing 
of undesirable persons. ‘The offices of 
Messrs. Van der Byl and Van der 
Horst were searched as stated, and 
certain documents were discovered. I 
have no information about the other 
points raised in the Question. 


Cost of Colonial Troops. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for War, 
what portion of the pay of Colonial troops 
employed in South Africa is borne by 
the respective colonies where those troops 
were raised; and what portion of the 
expense of equipping those troops and of 
transporting them to the theatre of war 
is borne by the colonies. 

Mr. BRODRICK: Approximately, 
the cost of the purely local troops 
employed locally is borne by the colonies. 
The cost of the other troops, including 
the oversea contingents, is borne by 
Imperial funds. In the case of some 
of the latter corps, which were raised in 
the early part of the war, the cost of 
raising, equipping, and transporting them 
was borne by the colonies. It is im- 
possible at present to give any figures. 


Major Burnham. 

Mr, 8. F. ORMSBY-GORE (Lincoln- 
shire, Gainsborough): I beg toask the Sec- 
retary of State for War, if Major Burn- 
ham, late chief scout on the staff of Earl 
Roberts in South Africa, was an applicant 
for the post of instructor of scouting at 
Aldershot ; and, if so, can he state why, 
taking into consideration this officer’s 
experience in that department of warfare, 
his claims were not favourably enter- 
tained. 

Mr. BRODRICK : I am afraid my hon. 
friend is under a misapprehension. There 
is no such post at Aldershot. 

Commission on Colonial Disbursements. 
*Mr. BARLOW (Somersetshire, Frome): 


I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | 
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War, whether any other colonies than 
that of New South Wales, and, if so, 
which have asked for a commission on 
money expended by them at the request 
and on account of the British War Office, 
and whether such commission is to be 
paid to all the colonies who have made 
disbursements, or only to New South 
Wales ; and can he state what precedent 
there is for the payment of such a com- 
mission to New South Wales. 

Mr. BRODRICK: The Colony of 
New South Wales was the only colony 
which raised the question, but the com- 
mission will be granted to all the colonies 
who made such disbursements, and 
their Governments have been so notified. 
The commission was recently given to the 
Government of Tasmania. As regards 
precedent, 3 per cent. is the rate of com- 
mission allowed on all payments of Army 
pensions made by Colonial Governments 
on behalf of the Imperial Government. 


Royal Army Medical Corps-—Civil Employ- 
ment in South Africa. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War, 
whether there exists any Army or general 
order in South Africa by which members 
of the Royal Army Medical Corps are 
debarred from applying for permanent 
civil empleymemt in South Africa, and if 
no disability exists would he cause the 
fact to be communicated to commanding 
officers in South Africa, in order that 
they may not place limitations on the 
Medical Corps, some of whom have served 
for longer periods in that country during 
the present war than similar officers in 
the other branches of the Army, such 
as time-serving soldiers, yeomanry, or 
militia, «e. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No such order 
exists, and in ordinary circumstances 
there would be no objection to allowing 
Medical Officers to take up State Civil 
employment under the usual regulations. 
At the present moment, however, it 
would not be possible to spare their 
services, even temporarily. 

Imperial Yeomanry—Aldershot Training. 

Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT 
(Cheshire, Macclesfield): I beg to ask 


‘the Secretary of State for War, whether 


he will state how many horses are to be 
allotted to each battalion of Imperial 
Yeomanry at Aldershot for training 
purposes. 
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I beg also to ask the Secretary of 
State for War, whether he can_ state 
what stabling accommodation is at 
present available at Aldershot for 
Imperial Yeomanry horses, and whether 
he proposes to provide more. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The stabling accom- 
modation available at present for the 
Imperial Yeomanry is for over 900 
horses, and further accommodation for 
about 500 more will be available on the 
4th February, when the Mounted 
Infantry proceed to South Africa. The 
military authorities consider that 1,200 
horses will be sufficient for the proper 
trainng of these Yeomanry while at 
Aldershot. The above-mentioned stab- 
ling accommodation will, therefore, be 
ample. The horses are detailed to the 
hattalions as may be required for the 
daily training 


Volunteer Service Companies. 

Mr. SEELY (Lincoln): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
any distinction has been made between 
the Volunteer Service Companies at the 
Cape and the other companies of the 
battalions to which they have heen 
attached, or whether they have done 
all duties equally with them. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY vo 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): I am not 
aware of any such distinction having 
been made. 

Newspaper Postage to Troops in ‘ outh 

Africa, 

Mr. MITCHELL (Burnley): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General. 
whether the postage on local newspapers, 
addressed to Commanding Officers or 
Chaylains for distribution among the 
soldicrs in South Africa, may be reduced 
from 4d. to 2d. per pound until the war 
is terminated. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The Post- 
master General regrets that he cannot 
see his way to recommend any excep- 
tional rate of postage for newspapers 


addressed to Commanding Officers. or | 
Chaplains for distribution among the | 
‘cent. 


troops in South Afriea. 


{COMMONS } 
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Status of Volunteer Officers. 

LIEUTENANT-COLONEL PRYCE-JONES 
(Montgomery Boroughs): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War if he 
will state why officers of Volunteers 
should not be brought generally under 
the Act of 1901, together with those of 
the Militia and Yeomanry, and rank 
with them, seeing that they become at 
times subject to military law, and pass 
the same examinations in drill at the 
school at Chelsea Barracks and in the 
five military subjects. 


Lorp STANLEY: The conditions of 
service of the Volunteer force are quite 
distinct from those of the Militia and 
Yeomanry. The suggested change in 
the status and lega! obligations of the 
officers certainly can hardly be dealt with 
on a question of precedence. 


New Volunteer Regulations—Mounted 
Infantry and Cyclist Companies. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): | beg toask theSecretary of State 
for War ii he will be good enough to refer 
also to the Committee upon the New Volun- 
teer Regulations the question of the new 
Financial Rules for Mounted Infantry 
and Cyclists, reducing by fiftv per cent 
and over the conditions under which such 
companies were raised less than two years 
ago at the instance of the War Office. 


Mr. BRODRICK : The Committee has 
heen formed for a definite object, and it 
would not therefore appear expedient to 
add to their labours by a subsidiary and 
special reference of the nature proposed. 


Army Recruiting— Statistics. 

Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hants, Fareham) : 
[ beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he can state the total 
number of recruits raised for the regular 
Army and for the Militia respectively 
during the year 1901, specifying in each 
case the numbers obtained for the infantry 
arms and the number of specials. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The number of 
recruits for the regular Army (exclusive 
of one-year and re-enlisted men) was 
45,356, of which 24,446 were for Infantry. 
The number of recruits for the Militia was 
37,644, of which 32,668 were for Infantry. 
The specials amounted to about 33. per 
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*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | 
shire, Forest of Dean): Will the Report | 
of the Inspector General of Recruiting be | 
got out earlier this year than last year 


Mr. BRODRICK: I will make in- | 
| South Africa; and will he state what is 


quiries on that point. 
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Average Age of Recruits. 
Mr. SEELY: I beg to ask the Finan- 
cial Secretary to the War Office what 


_was the average age of recruits enlisted 


last year for the regular Army; at 
what age are men being sent out to 


' the annual cost of a recruit. 


Physical Standards for Recruits. 

Mr. ARTHUR LEE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
his attention has been called to the in- 
structions recently issued by the Inspector 
General of Recruiting, still further lower- 
ing the physical standard for recruits 
below that hitherto allowed for specials, 
and to the fact that recruiting officers 
have been authorised to accept individuals 
whose height does not exceed five feet, 
but who, as stated in the official instruc- 
tions, may be of otherwise magnificent 
physique; and whether any limit has 
been placed upon the number of these 
extra specials who may be enlisted under 
the new order. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Commander- 
in-Chief and my other military advisers 
are in favour of taking men below the 
present standard of height to a limit of 
tive feet, provided that they are bond 
fide twenty years or age, and fully up 
to all other standards, including weight 
and chest measurement. They must be 
properly proportioned, strong, active, in- 
telligent, and of good character.  Re- 
cruiting officers have been empowered 
to submit such applications for special 
enlistment to the Adjutant General. I 
have sanctioned this proposal experi- 
mentally, and no considerable number 
of men will be enlisted ;till the result 
has been reported on by regimental 
officers, and earefully considered. 


Caprain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
Is there any special merit in five feet ? 
Why establish any standard at all ? 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): How is | 


the bond fide age to be ascertained ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: A_ special inquiry 
will have to be made on that pomt in 
each case. 


Mr. PIRIE: In each individual case ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yes. 


Lorp STANLEY: The information as 
to the average age of last year’s recruits 
is not at present available, but the average 
age for the previous five years was 19. The 
age at which a soldier may go to South 
Africa varies according to the work he 
is expected to undergo—Infantry men 
are sent out at 20, Artiilery at 19, and 
Militia and young soldiers who are in- 
tended for Lines of Communication, at 
18. The average cost of a recruit for 
his first year (including cost of recruit- 
ing statf) is as follows :—Infantry, £50, 
Cavalry and Engineers, £60, Artillery, 
£54. 

Irish-made Goods for the Army. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): | 
beg to ask the Financial Sceretary to 
the War Office whether he is aware 
that the Department of Agriculture in 
Ireland offered to defray the expense 
of examining Irish-made brushes for 
Army, but that this offer was refused. 
Whether, seeing that there is a receiving 
depot at Montpelier Hill, Dublin, the 
staff could be supplemented to enable 
Irish-made goods being received. And, 
whether, having regard to the facet, that 
the Civil Service and Board of Works 
use Irish goods, he will state why the 
same rule should not apply in regard 
to the Army stationed in Ireland. 


Lorp STANLEY: The reply to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative, and 
to the second paragraph in the negative. 
As regards the third paragraph, any 
goods made in Ireland are taken. into 
general stock and issued to the Army 
generally, irrespective of where the 
units to receive them may be quartered. 


Militia Battalion Reliefs. 
Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he can make any 
statement as to the date when the 3rd 
Battalion South Wales Borderers, which 
volunteered for active service in South 
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{COMMON} 


Africa in February, 1900, will be per- | 
the ratepayers have had to pay compen- 


mitted to return home. 


Lorp STANLEY: As I have already 


stated, fresh battalions are proceeding 


to South Africa in relief of those there, | 


but I cannot yet fix a precise date for 
the return of those battalions which 
will be relieved. 


Cannot the noble 


Mr. M‘KENNA: 


Lord state a date by which this battalion | 


will be relieved ? 


Lorp STANLEY: I afraid I 


cannot. 


am 


Royal Garrison Regiments—Officers’ Pay. 
Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office whether he can 
explain why royal garrison regiments, 
which are now serving abroad in sub- 
tropical stations, are officered in the senior 
ranks by twoclasses,and why officers of the 
same rank are paid at different rates; and 
will he explain why an officer serving with 
such garrison regiments is paid, if he is in 
receipt of a pension, onlya portion of the 
pay of his rank, while other Officers who 
have commuted their pensions for a lump 
sum, are paid the full pay of their rank. 


Lorp STANLEY : The officers all draw 
the pay of their rank, except those officers 
retired with a pension, who may draw 
such retired pay plus £150a year in lieu 
of the pay of their rank if the former be 
more advantageous to them. 


Worcester Regiment —Cases of Misconduct 
in Tipperary. 

Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperay, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been called to 
the conviction, on the 22nd instant, of 
three men of the Worcester regiment 
stationed in Tipperary, at the Clonmel 
Quarter Sessions, for window breaking 
in that town, and to the words used by 
the County Court Judge, in passing 
sentence, to the efect that the offence 
was wilful and must not be permitted 
to continue; is he aware that three 
other men of the same regiment were 
convicted of stealing watches, und that 
during‘ last year windows were broken 
and houses da:naged by men of the 


| broken by recently joined recruits. 


| offence in the district. 
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regiment then stationed there ; and as 


sation to the owners of these premises, 
will he instruct the War Office to recoup 
the Local Urban Council the amounts so 
paid, and take steps to prevent a repeti- 
tion of such offences by the military. 


Lorp STANLEY: The windows were 
The 
judge made no remarks in _ passing 
sentence. ‘This is the first time the men 
of this regiment have committed such an 
The watches were 
stolen by men of indifferent character 


with a view to being discharged after 


conviction for felony. As regards com- 
pensation, the remedy is against the 
individual soldier and not against the 
State, and would form a matter on which 
the judge would adjudicate in passing 
sentence. 


Woolwich Arsenal—Discharges of 
Workmen. 

Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether a number of men working in 
Woolwich Arsenal were discharged in 
December last in consequence of the 
vote being exhausted, although the 
orders were not completed ; and 
whether he can state the amount of 
the reserve small arm ammunition now 
in stock. 


Lorp STANLEY: The total number 
of men discharged on reduction in 
November and December last was 47; 
32 o' these were discharged because the 
work on which they were employed was 
completed. J] am not prepared to 
publish the reserve stock of small-arm 
ammunition. It is being amply main- 
tained. 


1st Battalion Royal Inniskilling Fusiliers 

Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War, whether he can state how many 
years home service the Ist. Battalion 
Royal Inniskilling Fusiliers have had, 
and when in the ordinary course their 
term of Colonial service will commence ; 
and whether, having regard to the 
distinguished services of the Battalion in 
the present war, and their losses in 
killed and wounded, it is the intention of 
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the War Office to bring the battalion | 
home before proceeding again abroad. 


Mr. BRODRICK: This regiment had 
been eleven years at home when the war 
broke out and would, according to the 
roster, have gone abroad in the season 
1907-1908. The disturbance in the 
roster is too great to enable us to say 
precisely whether the regiment can be 
brought home, but ail consideration 
will be given to the claims of the regiment. 


Naval Mancuvres. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admirality, whether 
arrangements could be made for the 
issue of an official narrative of the man- 
ceuvres of each year as soon as may be 
after the operations are concluded, and 
somuch of the report of the umpire’s 
as can be issued w.thout prejudice to 
public interests. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNoLp-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): There will be no objection to 
publishing the narrative of the man- 
wuvres each year, short'y after the 
operations are concluded. The question 
as to whether the umpire’s report, or any 
portion of it, shall be appended to the 
officia! narrative must be a matter for the 
decision of the Admiralty in each case. 


Naval Savings Bank. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty, 
can he say, with reference to the 
statement of the invested assets of the 
Naval Savings Bank in Parliamentary 
Paper, No.317, of Session 1901, giving the 
value of those assets as £311,504 12s. 10d. 
on 3lst March, 1900, whether the invest- 
ments are taken at the prices current on 
31st March, 1900, or at the prices at 
which the investments had actual y been 
made; if the latter is the case, what 
would be the value of these assets if 
taken at the prices current on 31st 
March, 1900; and, in that case, can he 
state why the assets on the date in 
question are valued at a price other than 
that shown by the prices current to be 
their apparent market value at that date. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The in 


vestments referred to are taken at the 
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prices at which they were actually made. 
The value of the assets if taken at the 
prices current on the 31st March, 1900.,. 
would have been £337,949, 18s. The- 
account is prepared in accordance with 
Section 11 of the Naval Savings Bank 
Act, 1886, which requires the statement 
to show the investments under this Act, 
and not the apparent market value at a 
particu’ar date. I believe this is in 
accordance with the ordinary practice 
with respect to Trust investments. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Is the hon. 
Gentleman aware that that is contrary 
to the practice in the Post Office Savings 
Bank ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes, Sir. 


H.M.S. *‘ London.” 

Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Ad- 
miralty, whether he can state the nature 
of the defects in the boilers or engines 
of H.M.S. ‘* London” which has _pre- 
vented the completion of her late trial, 
and whether these trials are at the 
contractor’s expense. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: There were 
no defects in the boilers of the “London,”’ 
the completion of her trials has been 
prevented by injury to the port air 
pump, two of the bucket valves having 
been carried away. The contractors 
for the machinery of the ship have 
gone into liquidation, and the work 
has been carried on in the first instance 
by the Receiver, and recently by the 
Admiralty. The question as to the 
apportionment of the expense incurred 
by the failure of machinery during the 
trials will be decided on the complet‘on 
of the accounts as between the various 
parties concerned. 


HM.S. “Condor.” 
CapTaIN NORTON asked whether 
there was any truth in the recent rumour 


‘that H.ML.S. ‘‘Condor” had been found. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I 


heard no rumour to that effect. 


have 


a, and the Persian Gulf— 
agdad Railway. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 











1323 


has His Majesty’s Government made any 
agreement in writing with the German 
Government having reference to the 
concession or construction of the railway 
through Anatolia by Bagdad to the 
Persian Gulf; if so, what is the date of 
such agreement, and when will it be laid 
before Parliament. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The answer is 


in the negative. 


Mr. HORNER (Lambeth, N.) : Seeing 
the importance of communication with 
India, I should like to ask my right hon. 
friend whether he will give any informa- 
tion as to any alternative railway through 
Russia, which would be far shorter and 
more direct 4 


(Questions. 


MrfA. J BALFOUR: Iecan give my 
hon. friend no information in reference 
to the very large subject he has opened 
out, 


India Land Revenue Resolution. 

Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : I 
beg to ask the Seeretary of State for 
India if he has received a copy of the 
Resolution of the Land Revenue of India 
recently prepared by the Viceroy, and 
which, apparently, has been published in 
India ; and whether he will lay the same 
upon the Table of the House, and have it 
circulated to hon. Members in time 
for consideration before the debate on the 
motion concerning Indian Affairs on the 
lith proximo. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitron,. Middlesex, 
Ealing): [ propose to present the Resolu- 
tion to Parliament, together with the 
accompanying reports of the local 
Governments, as soon as they arrive; but 
I am afraid that they will not do so in 
time to admit of their publication and 
circulation by the date named. 


India Office Staff. 

Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India, whether he will 
state the grounds upon which the revision 
of 10th December last of appointments 
and salaries in the India Office has been 
made; what the financial effect of this 
revision will be ; and whether, looking to 
the recommendations of the Royal Com- 
mission on Indian Expenditure, the 
increase, if any, will partly be borne by 
the Imperial Treasury. 
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(Juestions. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The revision 
of appointments and salaries was necessi- 


tated partly by the increase of work in 


the India Office, partly by the fact that 
whenever the conditions of service in the 
Public Offices generally are improved, 
similar measures have to he taken at the 
India Office. The mean increase in ex- 
penditure will be £2,886 a year; but in 
spite of this, and of the constant growth 
of work, the charge for salaries in the 
India Office is now about £3,300 a year 
less, than it was in 1890-1891. It would 
not be in accordance either with the recom- 
mendations of the recent Royal Com- 
mission or with the consequent arrange- 
ment between the India Office and the 
Treasury, which was published as a 
Parliamentary Paper in December, 1900, 
that any part of the cost of the revision 
should be borne by the Treasury. 


Incidence of Taxation in India.. 
Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India if he will lay upon 
the Table of the House and circulate to 
members the note by Sir David Barbour, 
K.C.S.1., entitled “ An Inquiry into the 
Incidence of Taxation in British India, 


| 1881,” which is the authority upon which 


Lord Cromer rests his statement in the 
Viceroy’s Legislative Council, 1882, that 
the average agricultural income in British 


India was 18 rupees per head of the 
population ; and, has he vet received 
a copy of the Official Memorandum 


prepared for the Viceroy of India from 
figures collected for the Famine Com- 
mission of 1898, showing the latest esti- 
mate of the value of agricultural pro- 
duction in India, from which the Viceroy, 
in a speech to his Council on 28th Mareh 
1901, estimated the average agricultural 
income per head at 20 rupees; and, if 
so, will he lay it upon the Table of the 
House, and print it for circulation as a 
Parliamentary Paper. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: To the first 
part of the hon. Member’s Question my 
answer is that, as has already been stated 
in answer to a question in this House in 
the year 1893, the note to which it refers 
was of a confidential nature, and was 
based on information which is now from 
20 to 30 years old. For these reasons | 
do not think it expedient to present it to 
Parliament. In reply to the second 
Question, I have not received a copy of 
the Memorandum referred to, and I must 
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consult the Viceroy before I can reply to 
the Question. There is a long and 
voluminous report on an inqury insti- 
tuted by Lord Dufferin in 1888 into the 
condition of the agricultural population, 
and I propose to publish this. 


Ceylon Government Inscribed Stock. 

Strrk =FORTESCUE FLANNERY, 
(Yorkshire, W.R., Shipley) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether his attention has been called to 
the inconvenience to banks and other 
business houses in the City arising out 
of the arrangemeats for receiving appli- 
cations for the new issue of Ceylon 
Government £3 per cent. Inscribed 
Stock; whether he is aware that such 
applications were receivable only on 
specified forms; that on application at 
the Crown Agents’ Transfer Office, No. 
1, Tokenhouse Buildings, E.C., at 10 
oclock on the day of the issue, 23rd 
inst., information was given that such 
forms would not be received there until 
12 noon ; that the applications had to be 
lolged in Downing Street, and that on 
the same day the application list was 
closed at 1 o'clock; whether he can see 
his way to arrange for a greater interval 
in future applications for Colonial foans 
between the actual issue of the applica- 
tion forms and the closing of the lists. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am in- 
formed that no such statement as the 
hon. Member refers to in the second 
paragraph of his Question was made at 
the Crown Agents’ city office. The 
forms of application were available at 
that office, and at the other offices named 
in the Prospectus, a few minutes after 
10 o'clock on the 23rd inst., and the list 
was closed at 1.20 on the same day, the 
loan having been largely over-subscribed 
by that time. In all cases of subscription 
at a fixed price the interval between the 
issue of forms of application and the 
closing of the list must depend on the 
response made by the public to the loan ; 
but I may add that, though special forms 
were issued for the convenience of !sub- 
scribers, applications were receivable in 
any form. 


Staffordshire County Council—Clerk’s 
Salary. 
Mr 
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the County Council of Staffordshire, who 
receives a salary of £2,000 a year, and 
an additional allowance of £1,500 a year 
for clerks, is also allowed to continue his 
private practice ; and whether this is’ an 
arrangement which is sanctioned by the 


Home Office. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Rircutz, Croydon): When the Secre- 
tary of State fixed the salary at the 
amount recommended by the Standing 
Joint Committee in 1895, the question of 
private practice did not arise. Both 
salary and allowance are subject to re- 
consideration on the occurrence of a 
vacancy. 


Breaking up of London Streets. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department if he can hold out any hope 
of steps being taken to prevent the streets 
in London being taken up by gas, water, 
electric, and hydraulic power companies 
and various civic authorities without 
system, to the inconvenience of the 
public. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I understand that this 
matter is engaging the active attention of 
the Local Authorities, within whose juris- 
diction it properly falls in the first 
instance. The Corporation of the City 
have deposited a Private Bill, in which 
they ask for powers to control the 
breaking up of the streets within their 
area. For the rest of London, I am 
informed that the County Council are in 
communication with the Borough Councils 
and hope to be in a position shortly to 
put forward proposals for legislation, 
giving them the necessary powers as 
central authority in this matter. Any 
such proposals will receive the careful 
consideration of the Government; and, 
knowing as I do the gravity of the 
inconvenience caused by the present 
state of things, I shall be glad, if it lies 
in my power, to help the matter forward. 
THOMAS: Is _ the 


Mr. DAVID 


| London County Council at present in any 
'way responsible for the breaking up of 


COGHILL (Stoke-on-Trent): I) 
beg ts ask the Secretary of State for the 
Hoixe Department whether the clerk to | 


the streets ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I cannot say without 
inquiry. 
3E 
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Royal Commission on Coal Supplies. 

Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether the composition of the recently 
appointed Coal Commission and the 
terms of reference thereto were com- 
munjcated to a section of the Press 
before Royal sanction had been given 
and before publication had been made in 
the official gazette; and, if so, whether 
such is the usual practice. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The Home Office was 
not responsible for the communication 
to the Press of information about the 
Royal Commission on coal supplies, but 
I understand that no such communication 
was made before the Royal Assent had 
been signified. It is not the practice, 
and it would be obviously inconvenient, 
to defer publication until after the notice 
occurs in the gazette. In accordance 
with the usual practice arrangements had 
been made for giving the information to 
all newspapers simultaneously, but as a 
matter of fact some of them received 
it earlier than others. This was entirely 
due to an oversight. 


Export Duty on Coal. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: On 
behalf of the hon. Member for Morpeth, I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer if he can state whether the terms 
of reference of the Royal Commission on 
the Coal Question empowers the Com- 


missioners to inquire into the operation | 


of the export duty on coal recently 
imposed, and, if there is any doubt upon 
that point, whether he will amend the 
reference with a view to remove the 
doubt. 


Tae CHANCELLOR or THE EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, W.) : 
I think that there is no doubt that the 
Commissioners are empowered by the 
terms of the reference to inquire into 
this matter. 


Chinese Imperial Seals. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether his attention has 
been directed to the advertisement of a 
sale of the Chinese Imperial Seals on 
Friday next ; whether he will cause in- 
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|quiry to be made as to whether these 
seals are stolen or looted property ; and 

whether he will see that they are restored 
to the Chinese Government. 


* Mr. RITCHIE: As soon as the hon. 
Member drew my attention to it I took 
steps to investigate and consider the mat- 
ter and, amongst other things, I had an 
interview with a representative of the 
firm of auctioneers concerned in the sale. 
His statement, which he subsequently put 
in writing, was to the effect that the seals 

|are the property of a gentleman, not a 
British subject, who purchased them in 
Tientsin from a foreign officer who, with 
the assistance of another person also of 
foreign nationality, had procured them 
from Peking. There does not appear to 
be any ground upon which the Govern- 
ment can take action in the matter ; but 
I may perhaps add that I am sure the 
House will be glad to learn that, however 
these seals were obtained, British troops 
were in no way concerned. 


Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the right 
‘hon. Gentleman whether that is simply 
the account received from the auctioneer, 
or whether he has taken any steps to sat- 
isfy himself of the truth of that story. 


* Mr. RITCHIE: I have no reason 
whatever to believe that the statement 
made to me by the auctioneer was not 
accurate. Whether it be accurate or not, 
I think there is no means of ascertaining 
the truth of the statement. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) : Having regard to the fact 
that no assurance has been given that the 
property is not stolen property, will the 
right hon. Gentleman direct that it 

shall not be sold ? 


* Mr. RITCHIE: I understand that 
the hon. Member is a lawyer. If he will 
point out to me what /ocus standi I should 


have in the’ circumstances I have 
/named, I shall be glad. 
Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: If. stolen 


property is publicly sold, has the right 
hon. Gentleman no right to interfere ! 


| *Mr. RITCHIE: No one has made any 

claim tothe property. How on earth am 
_I to know that the property was stolen ? 
| I do not even know that these seals are 
| genuine. 
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Mr. DILLON: I desire to ask the 


right hon. Gentleman, in view of the last 
answer, whether he has read the auc- 
tioneer’s notice, in which it is stated that 
these seals are the property of the Empress 
of China, and were used by her at the 
time of the sacking of Peking. 


Questions. 


* Mr. RITCHIE: I understand that 
that is the statement in the catalogue, but 
on my asking the auctioneer the question 
he said he would distinctly decline to 
guarantee that they were genuine. 


Swine Fever Regulations in Norfolk. 

Mr. PRICE (Norfolk, E.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture whether he will be able at an 
early date to relax the regulations as to 
the 
scheduled round the city of Norwich. 


Tae PRESIDENT 
or AGRICULTURE 
Preston): Yes, Sir, 
Tuesday of next week. 


(Mr. HANbBuRY, 
on Monday or 


Anthrax and Rabies—Board of Agri- 
culture Investigations. |... a 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture, whether it is the practice of the 
Board of Agriculture to communicate 
to County Councils the result of examina- 
tions of specimens sent to the Board in 
suspected cases of anthrax or rabies ; 
whether the results of the examina- 
tions of specimens sent by the vet- 
erinary surgeons employed under the 
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Argentine Cattle at Deptford. 
Mr. STUART SAMUEL (Tower 


Hamlets, Whitechapel): I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Agricul- 
ture whether he can state on what date 
the last authenticated case of foot and 
mouth disease of cattle occurred in the 
Argentine Republic, and whether he will 
now consider the removal of the prohibi- 
tion against the slaughter of Argentine 
cattle at Deptford. 


Mr. HANBURY: No, Sir, I cannot 
yet undertake to remove the prohibition. 


| It is stilltoo soon to assume that the 


movement of swine in the area, 


oF THE BOARD | 


Carmarthenshire County Council have | 


been communicated either to 
senders or to the County Council ; and 
whether, in view of the desire of the 
County Council to carefully carry out 
the anthrax order, he will give instruc 


tions that the results of every examina- | 


tion of specimens should be forwarded 
to the County Council. 


Mr. HANBURY: The County Council 
itself deals with all questions of 
anthrax—and the examination is made 
by their officers. The final diagnosis in 


cases of rabies is made by the officers of 
the Board—and the result is usually 
made known to the Local Authority by 
one of our Inspectors. There can be no 
objection to doing this in all cases. 


the | 


disease has entirely disappeared. So 
recently as October, 3rd, His Majesty’s 
Consul at Buenos Ayres reported the 
existence of disease in the southern part 
of the province of Buenos Ayres on the 
authority of two stockowners of repute 
in that district. The latest positive 
reports of disease were made in February, 
1901, cases having occurred at that time 
in Santa Fe and Cordova. 


German Tariff on British Goods. 

Sirk HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade, 
if he can state what is the present 
condition of affairs regarding the new 
German tariff, and especially as to the 
increases of the duties upon Sheffield and 
other British goods. 


THe PRESIDENT or toe BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. GeratD BAtrour, Leeds, 
Central): I understand that the German 
Tariff Bill is at present under considera- 
tion by a special Committee of the 
Reichstag. A Return, comparing the 


existing and proposed rates of duty on 





the principal articles in which British 


| traders are interested, has been prepared 


by the Board of Trade and presented to 
this House. Information has since been 
received of certain modifications of the 
proposed rates introduced by the Bundes- 
rath, and those modifications have been 
published in the Board of Trade Journal. 
They do not, however, materially affect 
the proposed duties on Sheffield goods. 
The whole question of the effect of the 
proposed tariff on British Trade is 
receiving the careful consideration of the 
Board of Trade and of their Advisory 
Committee on Commercial Intelligence. 
3E2 
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Preferential Railway Rates on Foreign 
Goods. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade, whether he 
will consider the advisability of appoint- 
ing a Select Committee, to inquire into 
and report upon the prevailing system 
of preferential rates for Foreign goods 
and produce imported into the three 
Kingdoms. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1888, 
prohibits Railway Companies from 
making any difference in rates for 
home and foreign merchandise, in 
respect of the same or similar services. 
I have no evidence that this law is 
infringed by any “ prevailing system,” 
and I cannot recommend the appoint- 
ment of a Select Committee, but I[ shall 
be quite prepared to inquire into any 
specific cases in which complaint of 
preferential rates is made by or on 
behalf of traders aggrieved. 


Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston): Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware of the 
difficulty that exists in ascertaining 
the facts, because of the way in which 
the books are kept ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I had 


better have notice of that Question. 


Vaccination in the Metropolis. 

Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board, whether 
he is aware that the Metropolitan 
Asylums Board have repeatedly declined 
to supply information as to the names 
and addresses, ages, and conditions as to 
vaccination of all smallpox patients 
treated in their hospitals, although they 
are required to give this information 
by section 8 of The Vaccination Act, 
1898, and whether children born in 


these hospitals, and duly vaccinated, and | 
afterwards dying of smallpox, are in-| 


cluded in the statistical tables of the 


Metropolitans Asylums Board among | 


unvaccinated cases. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lone, Bristol, S.): The section men- 


tioned by the hon. Member does not 
apply in the case of a smallpox hospital 
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|maintained by the managers of the 
Metropolitan Asylum District, as the 
Managers are not a sanitary authority 
within the meaning of the section. 
I am, however, informed by the 
managers that a register similar to 
that described in the section, is in fact 
kept at the Hospital Ships, but that only 
two persons have made application to 
inspect it. The reply of the managers 
to these applications, which it appeared 
were made on behalf of the National 
Anti-Vaccination League, was to the 
effect that arrangements would be made 
for the register being produced, assuming 
that the person wishing to inspect was 
prepared to comply with the regulations 
of the managers, and satisfy the Medical 
Officer before entering the ships, that he 
was adequately protected against con- 
tracting smallpox. With regard to the 
last part of the question, it is the practice 
of the managers to classify as unvaccinated 
any person who was already infected with 
smallpox before vaccination was per- 
formed. I understand that no birth took 
place in the smallpox hospitals of the 
managers last year, and that this year 
there have only been three births. 


Housing Question—Select Committee. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): On behalf of the hon. Member 
for the St. Patrick Division of Dublin, 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board, whether it is in- 
tended at an early date to appoint a 
Select Committee to inquire into the 
Housing Question, and report thereon 
this session. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No Sir. As 
I have previously stated, I intend to ask 
the House to appoint a Committee to 
inquire into the period for the repayment 
of loans raised by Local Authorities, but 
I do not propose to move for the ap- 
pointment of a Committee to inquire into 
the Housing Question generally. 


CapTaIn DONELAN (Cork, E.): Will 
| the right hon. Gentleman take care to 
appoint a Member of the Irish party on 
the Committee ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Care will be 
taken to make the composition of the 
Committee thoroughly satisfactory. 
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Wireless Telegraphy—Communication 

with the Highlands and Islands. 

Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether any experiments have been made 
with the system of wireless telegraphy, 
with a view to its application in the 
postal telegraph service, more especially 
in cases such as prevail in the Highlands 
and Islands of Scotland, where, under 
present conditions, the Department has 
in many instances been unable to estab- 
lish telegraphic communication between 
the islands and the mainland on account 
of the cost. And, will he state the nature 
of the difficulty which at present prevents 
the adaptation of wireless telegraphy for 
the purposes of the public telegraph 
service. 


Questions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
Post Ottice has made many experiments 
with various systems of wireless tele- 
graphy, and communication has already 
been established in more than one in- 
stance. ‘The Postmaster General is not 
aware of any case in the Highlands which 
would be suitable for wireless telegraphy ; 
and as regards the [slands of Scotland, 
where there is any demand for tele- 
graphic communication, it does not ap- 
pear that in present circumstances the 
annual expense of a wireless system 
would differ materially from the expense 
of submarine cables; and in any case a 
guarantee could not be dispensed with. 
The Postmaster General will, however, 
continue to keep the matter under 
review. 


Committee on Local Records. 

Sin BENJAMIN STONE (Birming- 
ham, E.): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether he can say when 
the Report of the Committee on Local 
Records will be presented. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The Report of the Committee is in 
course of preparation, but it is impossible 
for me at present to say when it will be 
presented. 


Tuberculosis in the Post Office. 
Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) : I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 


master General, whether the Postmaster | 


General has had his attention drawn to 
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the Report of the Association of British 
Postal Medical Officers on the prevalence 
of tubercle among postal employées, and 
to the summary of preventive measures 
drawn up; and whether the Postmaster 
General is prepared to adopt the measures 
therein set forth for the more effective 
prevention of tuberculosis among the 
staff of the Post Office. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The Postmaster General received the 
report referred to in due course. Some 
of the preventive measures suggested in 
it were already in operation, and others 
that have been found practicable have 
been adopted. Statistics supplied by 
the Registrar-General show that the 
rate of mortality from phthisis and 
cognate diseases between the ages of 
15 and 65 is much greater in the country 
at large than amongst the established 
employées of the Post Office ; and there 
is no reason to think that persons in the 
Post Office service are more subject to 
these diseases than others. 


Promotion among London Telegraphists. 
Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether he is 
aware that all London telegraphists enter- 
ing the service between the years 1881] and 
1889 were informed by the Civil Service 
Commissioners that they had a prospect of 
receiving £190 per annum; and that 
during these years operating telegraphists 
received this salary the senior class being 
classed in the Estimates as among the 
general body. Will he explain why some 
London telegraphists are now in receipt 
of £160 per annum with no reasonable 
prospect of advancement; and, whether 
the Postmaster General will state what 
steps are to be taken in order to carry 
out the promise of the Civil Service Com- 
mission in the case of all men included in 
the promise. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
Postmaster General is aware that London 
telegraphists entering the service at the 
period referred to had a prospect of 


rising to £190 a year by promotion to 


the class of Senior Telegraphists, now 
styled Overseers and Senior Telegraphists ; 
and they have that prospect still. The 
class still exists and access to it is obtained 
in the same manner as heretofore, namely 
by promotion on the occurrence of vacan- 
cies. 








(Questions. 


Ilford Sorting Office. 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether the sanitary condition 
of the sorting office at Ilford has been 
reported as satisfactory ; whether there 
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is any water laid on; and, whether, | 
seeing there is no lavatory there, nor a | 


retiring room, the new premises can be 
proceeded with immediately. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The | 


sorting work at Ilford is being performed 
in a large room hired temporarily for the 
purpose, in order to relieve the head 
Post Office; and no report has been 
received that the accommodation is other- 


wise than sufficient for such temporary | 


use. The arrangements for the purchase 
of a site for the new office are in hand, 
and the building will be proceeded with 
as soon as possible. 


Risk Allowances to Post Office Clerks. 
Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
he can give the amount of risk allowance 
paid weekly to counter officers attending 
to the paid charge duty at the Lombard 
Street Branch Office for the quarter of a 
century prior to the publication of the 
Tweedmouth Committee’s Report; whether 
that report secured to all employees, re- 
ceiving risk allowances at the date of its 
publication, such allowances unaltered ; 
and whether there is a risk allowance paid 
weekly to the counter officer who now 
performs the paid charge duty at Lombard 
Street Branch Office; and, if so, what 
allowance. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Down to May, 1897, a risk allowance of 
3s. a week was paid to the officer per- 


forming the duty referred to at the Lom- | 
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and this is now being paid to those officers 
performing the duty in question who are 
properly entitled to receive it. 


Valuation in Ireland—Select Committee. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will state when it is proposed to nominate 
the Select Committee on Valuation in 
| Ireland as promised last session. 





THe CHIEF SECRETARY For 
IRELAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): 
The pledge given by the Government on 
14th August, was explicit, and will be 
redeemed forthwith if the hon. Member 
so desires after weighing the facts which I 
submit for his +) sideration. (1.) The 
Report of the Royal Commission on Local 
Taxation in Ireland will contain a chapter 
on Valuation. (2.) The principal witness 
' whom such a Committee would probably 
_wish to call at the outset, Mr. Barton, 
would not, owing to his official duties, be 
in a position to prepare a statement, still 
less to appear, until after March Ist. The 
complete Report of the Commission cannot 
be issued until after Easter, but the 
chapter on Valuation could be published 
separately within a fortnight, or at most, 
three weeks. The selection of the Com- 
mittee and drafting of the reference would, 
I submit, be facilitated if we had the 
Report before us. If the hon. Member 
shares that view, the Report will be 
separately published. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The position 
taken up in the answer is a reasonable 
one, but inasmuch as valuation proceed- 
ings are under the arrangements of last 
year, suspended until after this Committee 
has reported, I hope there will be no 
unnecessary delay. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Hear, hear! 


bard Street Branch Office, but on an ex- | 


amination of the duties early in that year, | 
it was found that there was no such risk | 


attached to the duty as would justify the 


payment of an allowance, and it was con- | 


sequently discontinued. The Tweedmouth 
Committee’s recommendation was not in- 
tended to apply to a case of this kind. 
Subsequently in 1900, the duty was re- 


vised and the sale of stamps added to it, | 


and as this addition involved a certain risk, 


a small allowance of 2s.a week was granted; | magistrates present considered, on the 
| 


Irish Industrial Schools. 

Mr. GILLHOOLY (Cork County, W.): 
1 beg to ask the Chiet Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that, at a Petty Sessions Court 
recently held at Bantry, Co. Cork, the 
magistrates refused to commit a boy 
named Healy to an industrial school, 
until a police constable, after enquiry, 
|made an information, and that all the 
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evidence before them, that Healy was a! contrary, the Board is prepared to regard 
fit subject for committal, but that the as irrecoverable all sums which have no’ 
resident magistrates stated that, owing | been collected, provided it is satisfied that 
to the circular issued by the Lord | all reasonable exertions have been made 
Lieutenant and not withdrawn, a post- to enforce payment. The collector is 
ponement was necessary. _ Whether, |empowered to distrain on his warrant 
seeing that pending the inquiries Healy | and it is not necessary for him to obtain 
absconded from the house of a relative decrees, The provisions of the Grand 
and is now a vagrant, he will, pursuant to | J ury Act to which reference is made have 
his promise of 7th May, 1901, facilitate peony repealed, but the provisions of No. 
the committal of children to industrial} 9 poor Rate Collectors Order are 


seaees practically of the same effect, and further 
Mr. WYNDHAM: This case came legislation is not necessary. 
before the magistrates for the first time | Glin Pier. 


on the 9th December, when the resident Mr. O SHAUGHNESSY : I beg to ask 
magistrate very properly observed that the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
as there was no evidence in support of tenant of Ireland, seeing that the Board 
the application to commit the boy the of Works engineer inspected Glin Pier 
case should 'be adjourned to enable the during the recess, whether, if his report 
ae to obtain evidence. On the 20th he satisfactory, the subsidised steamer 
eas ae a Be coe oop hs tourist service between Kilrush and 
rege duly committed to an Ineus- ‘Tarbert will be extended to Glin. 

trial school upon the evidence of the 


oo Mr. WYNDHAM: The inspection of 


Mr. GILLHOOLY : I can assure the | *2° Pier had no connection with the 
right hon. Gentleman that he is entirely question of the extension of the existing 


, : Part 
isi : steamer s » betw arbert and 

misinformed as to the facts of thiscase. | Steamer service between Tarbert a 

Kilrush, respecting which I have nothing 


* Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! to add to the communications already 
made by me to the hon. Member. 
Trrecoverable Rates in Ireland. Rates on Small Houses in Ireland. 


: Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: I beg to 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view 
he is aware that owing to the action of of the fact that since the passing of the 
the Local Government Board in declaring Local Government (Ireland) Act, oceu- 
that the insolvency or poverty of an piers of houses and cottages under £4 
occupler of a house is not a sufficient valuation are liable for rates, and of the 
reason for County Councils to strike off burden consequently entailed on the 
items as uncollectable rates, but that the | solvent ratepayers both by the failure of 
rate collectors should be required to pro- | these small occupiers to pay their rates 
duce a sheriff’s return of nulla bona, a and by the cost of legal proceedings, he 
double loss to the ratepayers is incurred, will take steps to have the owners of 
namely, the cost of legal proceedings as houses and cottages under the said valua- 
well as the amount of rates in such cases, | tion made primarily liable for the rates ! 

whether, in view of this fact, he will take 
steps to empower the county councillors 
to adopt the same practice with regard to 
ascertaining what uncollectable rates are 
as the grand jurors previous to the 
passing of the Local Government (Ireland) 


Mr, WYNDHAM: The Local Govern- 
ment Act was based on the principle that 
the occupier should be rated, and the 
Agricultural Grant was fixed upon this 
understanding. The fundamental change 


Act adopted. suggested is neither practicable nor 
desirable. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: TheLocalGovern-|  Ex-Sergeant Sheridan, Royal Irish 
ment Board has not declared that the. Constabulary. 


collector should be required to produce a | Mr. M‘HUGH (Leitrim, N.): I beg to 
Sheriff’s return of nulla bona. On the ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
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tenant of Ireland whether he can state | 


the grounds on which Sergeant Sheridan 
was dismissed from the police force in 
Ireland, and why a public inquiry applied 
for by Sergeant Sheridan into the grounds 
of his dismissal was refused; and is he 
aware that Sergeant Sheridan has publicly 
stated that he was wrongfully dismissed ; 
and is it the intention of the Irish Govern- 
ment to prosecute Sergeant Sheridan for 
the offences for which he was dismissed. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The case of ex- 
Sergeant Sheridan has already been 
exhaustively discussed in this House. I 
must refer the hon. Member to the state- 
ment made by me on the Appropriation 
Bill at the end of last session +; to that 
statement I have nothing to add. 


Mr. DILLON: This is a very impor- 
tant question. I wish to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman why Sergeant Sheridan, 
while under charge of the gravest possible 
crime, was allowed to go free in Ireland 
for many months? Is it true he has now 
been allowed to leave the country for 
America? If so, why was he not put 
upon his trial ? 


Mer. WYNDHAM: I cannot answer 
the Question put to me without repeating 
a great portion of a speech I made last 
year. It was a difficult case, and I have 
already stated the reasons for coming to 
the decision we did. If hon. Members 
are not satisfied, they will no doubt give 
me another opportunity of justifying my 
action. I cannot, however, do that in 
answer to a Question. 


Mr. DILLON : Nobody in Ireland is 
satisfied, and I shall take the earliest 
opportunity of raising the question. 


Rents on Sir George Colthurst’s Bally- 
vourney Estate. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that Mr. E. G. Peet, Lay Assist- 
ant Commissioner, has been continually 
engaged in valuing holdings on the estate 
of Sir George Colthurst, in the Bally- 
vourney district, since the passing of the 
Land Act of 1896, and that his valuations 
have been in some cases cut down by the 
Chief Land Commission to the extent of 25 


*See (4) Debotes, xcix, 1316. 
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per cent. And, having regard to the ex- 
pense to the tenants, who are forced by Mr. 
Peet’s valuations to seek the protection of 
the Chief Land Commission, will he explain 
his qualifications as a Commissioner ; and, 
also, can he state why the Chief Land 
Commission have not yet heard appeals 
on the Colthurst estate which have been 
lodged since April, 1900, and fix a date 
when these appeals will be heard. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There have been 
several appeals from the decisions of the 
sub-Commission fixing fair rents on this 
estate, but it does not appear, I am 
informed, that the rents so fixed were 
reduced on appeal to the extent men- 
tioned. In some cases the decisions of 
the. sub-Commission were affirmed, and 
in some the rents were raised. The 
qualifications of Mr. Peet are described 
in Parliamentary Paper, No. 107, of the 
session of 1897. It is probable that all 
outstanding appeals from the estate in 
question will be listed at the next sitting 
of the Commissioners for the hearing of 
appeals from Cork. 


Richmond Lunatic Asylum. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 
state the number of lunatics sent annually 
from the county Wicklow to the Rich- 
mond Lunatic Asylum since the year 
1890 to 3lst December, 1901. I beg 
also to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 
state the annual expense of maintaining 
the Richmond Lunatic Asylum from the 
year 1890 to the present year ; also the 
annual increase during the same period 
in the number of lunatics received into 
the asylum. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The information 
in answer to these Questions cannot con- 
veniently be compressed within the limits 
of a reply, and I have communicated the 
figures to the hon. Member. 


Portrane Asylum. 
Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR: I beg to 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 


tenant of Ireland if he can say how much 
money has been expended on the Portrane 
Branch of the Richmond Lunatic Asylum, 
and how much more money the Asylum 
Board propose to spend upon it. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: I am informed that 


the expenditure already incurred on this 
auxiliary asylum amounts to £317,280, 
and that the Asylum Board propose to 
expend a further sum of £45,350 upon 
it. 


Questions. 


Increased Rates on Irish Railways. 

Mr. CULLINAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, having regard to the 
contemplated raising of rates by the Great 
Southern Railway Company, notwith- 
standing the promise given prior to the 
passing into law of the Amalgamation 
Bill, he will have public notice given of 
the date on which the inquiry will be held 
by the Railway Commissioners, and per- 
mit the parties interested to be represented 
thereat. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Railway Com- 
pany, in December, published a notice of 
their intention to apply to the Railway 
Commissioners for their consent to in- 
creased rates. The notice required any 
persons feeling aggrieved by the proposed 
increase to serve objections upon the 
Registrar to the Commissioners. Some 
80 objections have been received. The 
Commissioners have fixed February 18th 
at the Four Courts, Dublin, to hear the 
application of the Railway Company, and 
also to hear the objections. 


Increase of Judicial Rents. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has been 
directed to the detailed Return of Appeal 
Judicial Kents for January, 1901, issued 
by the Land Commission ; is he aware 
that these rents fixed by the Chief Land 
Commission show an average increase 
on the rents fixed by the Sub-Commission 
of 1ss. per tenancy in Antrim, 18s. in 
Fermanagh, and £1 10s. in Down, an 
average increase of 14s. for the Province 
of Leinster, and of 18s 3d. for the whole 
of Ireland; and, whether, in view of 
these figures and of the expense and the 
delay caused, steps will be taken by the 
Government this session to abolish this 
practice of appeal from the Sub-Commis- 
sioners except where legal questions may 
arise, 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The averages 
quoted in the Question do not afford a 
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proper basis from which to draw conclu- 
sions as to the general result of the 
decisions of the Land Commission Court. 
The Court decides judicially in each case 
after hearing the evidence of the parties, 
upon consideration of the report of the 
Valuers, and of all the circumstances of 
the case, holding and district. The 
reply to the second paragraph is in the 
negative. 


Mr. FLYNN: Does not the cost in 
respect of appeal exceed the entire 
amount of valuations dealt with? Will 
the Land Bill to be introduced deal with 
that question ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot discuss 
the Irish Land Bill now. The expenses 
of litigation are very heavy in Ireland. 


Judge O’Connor Morris. 

Mr. O'DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lientenant of Ireland whether his at- 
tention has been directed to the Address 
of Judge O'Connor Morris to the Sligo 
Grand Jury, on the 24th instant, in the 
course ot which the Government as well 
as the United Irish League were censured 
for their encouragement of agrarian 
agitation in the West; and, seeing that 
the Grand Jury, composed of fifteen 
Unionists and five Nationlists, un- 
animously adopted a resolution dissent- 
ing from his Honour’s observations, and 
advocating compulsory land purchase, 
whether any steps can be taken in the 
matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have seen a 
newspaper report of the observations of 
the learned Judge on the occasion referred 
to. The Government has on many occa- 
sions repudiated the policy of compulsory 
purchase, and to that repudiation it 
adheres. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Will the 
Irish Government take any steps to 
prevent political harangues being de- 
livered from the bench ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Irish Govern- 
ment never criticises any remarks made 
by Irish Judges. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: But will the 
Government take action to prevent a 
course unknown in England of the judges 
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delivering political speeches from the |the second part of the Question, I can 


bench ? 


| only repeat that I cannot anticipate the 
contents of the new Land Bill. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I repeat that the | 


Irish Government never takes action in 
respect of the speeches or addresses made 
by judges.- The only course is to proceed 
against the judge by Addresses in both 
Houses of Parliament. 


*Mr. SPEAKER intimated that notice | 


must be given of any further Question. 


Longford Land Tenancies. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): | 


I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | 


Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state the number of the tenants 
whose tenancies were determined 
pursuant to section 7 of the Land Act in 
the county of Longford; how many of 
such tenants were wholly dispossessed 
and how many readmitted as caretakers ; 
and will he undertake to introduce into 
his promised Land Bill a clause to 
suspend the operation of this section. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of 
tenant’s served with Notices under 
Section 7, from 1887 down to che end of 
last year, was 2,062, of whom only 243 
were actually evicted, or less than 18 per 
annum. In the remaining cases settle- 
ments were presumably arrived at, 
though there is no statistical informa- 


tion of the relative number restored as | 


tenants or as caretakers. As already 
stated. I cannot by anticipation disclose 
the contents of the new Bill. 


Longford Land Commission. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that a recent sitting of the Head Land 
Commission in Longford, the rents which 
had on inspection been fixed by the Sub- 


Commission were on appeal raised in| 


almost every case by a majority of the 
Court by nearly 30 per cent.; and can 
he hold out any hope that the new Land 
Bill will provide for inspection of holdings 


by the Head Commission before accept- , 


ing the valuation of the Court valuers. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am informed 
that the fact is not correctly stated in 


the first part of the Question. As regards 





Mr, J. P. FARRELL: Can the right 
hon. Gentleman say what is the actual 
increase in the valuation ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I will give the 
hon. Member the information. 


Boycotting at Blacklion. 

Mr. M‘'GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he has 
received a resolution from the Ennis- 
killen Rural District Council No. 2, 
which was passed at a meeting held in 
Blacklion on the 25th instant, denying 
the accuracy of the information supplied 
to him as to the existence of intimida- 
or boycotting in the Blacklion district, 
and will he make further inquiries as to 
the necessity of having extra police in 
this district. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have received a 
copy of the resolution referred to. I am 
in frequent communication with the 
local officers responsible for the peace of 
this district, and, as already stated, the 
extra police will be removed as soon as 
the necessity for their presence has 
passed away. 


The High Sheriff of Dublin. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I wish to 
to put a question of which I have, I fear 
in vain, attempted to give private notice 
to the Chief Secretary. 1 wish to ask 
him whether it is the fact that the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland has refused to 
sanction the appointment, to the position 
of High Sheriff of Dublin, of the gentle- 
man selected by the Corporation ot 
Dublin; is it not the fact, that the statue 
under which the Corporation Acts was 
passed in the year 1876, at the instance 
of Mr. Butt, and that it gave power to 
the Corporation to select three names ; 
has it not been the invariable practice 
of the Irish Government in the past to 


‘accept the first name on the list and 


will the right hon. Gentleman state the 
reason why this invariable practice has 
now been departed from. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: 


mation on the matter raised by the hon. 


Questions, 


Gentleman, but if he will give me an| 


opportunity to acquire the information | 
and look up precedents, I shall be able | 
to answer him on another day, say 
Monday. 


Listowel and Killarney Quarter Sessions. | 
Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland, | 


what is the explanation of the Sheriff’s | 
absence from the Courts of Listowel and | 
Killarney at recent Quarter Sessions 
when white gloves were presented to the | 


Judge. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 
N.): The Chairman of Quarter Sessions 
permitted the Sub-Sheriff to be absent 
from these Sessions. On each occasion 
the Sub-Sheriff was represented by a 
deputy. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) : How often 
of late have County Court Judges in 
Kerry been presented with white gloves ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order''! 


_ Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): The question does not suit him. 


Irish Land Court Valuers. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL: 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland, can 
he state the qualification required for 
appointment as Court Valuer to the 
Head Land Commission ; is the person 
appointed removable at the will of the 
Executive ; and what steps the Govern- 
ment take to determine the fitness of 
persons appointed for the office. 


Mr. ATKINSON : The Court Valuers 
are almost invariably selected by the 
Land Commissioners from amongst those 
Sub-Commissioners who have by their 
experience and proved capacity in that 
position recommended themselves to the 
confidence of their superiors. Like 
ordinary members of the Civil Service 
they are removable at the pleasure of the 
Crown. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Cannot the | 
right hon. Gentleman explain the fact | 


that invariably the Valuers or their | cireumstances 
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I have no infor- | agents are gentlemen who have assisted 


in raising rents in the first instance? 
| [No answer was returned. | 


Irish Board of Agriculture Offices. 

| Mr. MOONEY (Dublin Co. 8.): I beg 
'toask the Secretary to the Treasury, if 
‘any steps have been taken to provide 
suitable offices for the Board of Agri- 
‘culture and ‘Technical Education in 
| Ireland; and, if so, can he state where, 
and by whom, the plans for the proposed 
building are being prepared. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
Provision will be made for suitable 
offices for the Board of Agriculture in 
the bill which as already announced I 
shall shortly introduce in connection 
with the erection of a new College of 
Science in Dublin. I must defer any 
further statement on the subject till the 


| Bill is introduced. 


Mr. MOONEY: 
drawn up ? 


Have the plans been 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: That 
is one of the matters I shall deal with in 
my statement. 


Rosscarbery Mail Service. 

Mr. EDWARD BARRY (Cork Co. 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he is aware that letters 
arriving at Clonakilty by the mid day 
mail, instead of being forwarded directly 
to Rosscarbery, are allowed to remain 
there until the following morning, and 
seeing that there is daily a parcel post 
consignment from Rosscarbery and that 
tenders for the carriage of these mid-day 
mails have been invited from car-owners 
can he 
state when the arrangements for this 
mid-day service will be complete. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The Postmaster General is aware that 


there is no day mail service to Rosscar- 


bery. The question of establishing such 
a service was considered last summer, 
but the expense involved was found not 
to be warranted, as explained in a letter 


‘sent tothe hon. Member from the Post 


Office on the 11th of September last. 
The Postmaster General finds that the 
have not materially 
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changed, and he regrets that he is una | 
at present to sanction the additional 


be kept in view should any opportunity 
arise for improving the service. 


Mr EDWARD BARRY: Were the 
expenses so high as to justify the 
abandonment of the project ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Yes, 
Sir, the expense was greater than the 
amount of business justified. 


Telephone Communication between Dublin 
and Belfast. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether he 
ean state the rate per unit for a telephone 
service between Dublin and Belfast ; 
whether any arrangement is possible by 
which towns or main lines of railway 
can be put in communication with 
Dublin ; and, if so, can he give the pro- 
bable cost per unit of installation and of 
working ot the system per annum. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: It 
is not clear what information is desired 
by the hon. Member in asking for “the 
rate per unit for a telephone service 
between Dublin and Belfast.”’ The cost 
of a telephonic conversation of three 
minutes duration between those places 
is one shilling. 


New Clerk of the House. 

Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs): | beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether any appoint- 
ment has yet been made to the office of 
Clerk of the House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, no ap- 


pointment has yet been made. 


Business of the House. 

Mr. DILLON: I wish ‘to put a ques- 
tion So that we may be quite clear as to 
the Procedure Resolution which the 
First Lord is going to move to-day. I 
understood he was to move a Resolution 
to the effect that the House now proceed 
to consider the new rules. But the 
only Motion on the Paper is one taking 
the time of the House and giving the 
rules precedence. Will the right hon. 
Gentleman kindly explain how he pro- 
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that point. It is one well worth attention. 
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| poses to proceed, in view of the under- 
‘Standing come to that there should 
expense involved; but the matter will | 


be a Second Reading debate next week, 
and that there should be no discussion 
immediately after he had made his 
statement. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am glad 


the hon. Gentleman has put the Question. 


I think I ought to apologise to the 
House for not having yesterday, at the 
conclusion of business, explained that 


‘there will be a change in form, unac- 


companied by any change in substance, 
with regard to the procedure. After 
consuiting the highest authorities in the 
House, I came to the conclusion that 
it would be more convenient if I were 
to make my statement by leave of the 
House, and then, on the first Motion 
with regard to the Rules, we could 
have what is called a Second Reading 
debate. That is the course which has 
usually been followed, It is in. itself, 
| know, an irregular and illogical pro- 
ceeding. But there are precedents for it, 
and on the whole it seems to those best 
qualified to speak a more convenient 
method of proceeding than the one 
originally suggested. I shall make my 
statement to-day, and next week we shall 
proceed with the Second Reading 
discussion. 


Mr. DILLON: Is it clearly under- 
stood that the House will have the 
same rights under this procedure as it 
would have had under the procedure 
which the right hon. Gentleman an- 
nounced to us two days ago? In the 
case of a Second Reading debate on the 
first Resolution, it might be held that 
the discussion could not go beyond that 
particular Resolution. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I do not know how 
far the right hon. Gentleman’s method of 
procedure meets this case. Suppose there 
is a desire, on what we are calling the 
Second Reading debate, to move an 
Amendment, not rejecting the whole 
scheme, and still less rejecting the first 
proposal of the Government, but a general 
Amendment expressing a certain judg- 
ment of the House, how can it be done ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will consider 
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I may, however, again state that in taking 
the discussion upon the first rule, or 
rather the first Amendment—and it will 
be an almost verbal Amendment—it will 
be possible by common consent for the 
debate to range over the whole area of 
the proposed new rules. In doing so we 
shall be exactly following precedent. | 
do not remember whether in the case of 
Mr. Gladstone or Mr. W. H. Smith, when 
they brought forward their proposals, 
there was any idea of moving a general 
Amendment. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Would it not be possible for the right 
hon. Gentleman to make some general 
Motion*such as “ That the House do now 
take the rules into consideration,” or some 
similar form of words? I may suggest 
one thing that occurs to me, viz., that 
there may be Members in the House who, 
having heard what the right hon. Gentle- 
man proposes, may think the plan to be 
of so extensive a nature that it ought to 
be considered by a Committee. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think that 
point, too, is worth very serious con- 
sideration, and I will undertake to con- 
sider it, with a view, of course, to meeting 
the general convenience of the House. 
The plan proposed by the right hon. 
Gentleman originally occurred to myself, 
and | sketched it out to the House, but 
there seemed to be some objection, and 
I therefore substituted for it a plan 
which has undoubtedly the merit of 
being more strictly in accordance with 
precedent. 


Mr. DILLON: Of course, we all trust 
the right hon. Gentleman not to adopt 
any course that would leave us less 
rights than we would have enjoyed 
under his original plan. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) : Can 
the right hon. Gentleman say what will 
be the business for Monday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I propose to 
take to-day the right to put down the 
rules on any day except Wednesdays, 
and it may be convenient that I should 
defer any statement with regard to the 
course of business until such time as I 
move my resolution, taking the time of 
the House. 
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Mr. Balfour and the Sun Newspaper. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Before I 
make my statement I want to make 
some little explanation on a matter 
which has just been brought to my 
notice. |! am informed, though I have not 
seen the passage myself, that there has 
appeared in a newspaper—in the Sun 
—an account of an interview with me 
on the subject of the negotiations from 
Holland. I do not usually refer to things 
that take place in the newspapers, but 
still, this is an important matter, and I 
only desire to sav that it isa fabrication 
from beginning to end. 


EVICTED TENANTS (IRELAND BILL). 
Order for Second Reading [28th May] 
read, and discharged: Bill withdrawn. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS (TRELAND) 
BILL. 
Order for Second Reading [14th May] 
read, and discharged: Bill withdrawn. 


NEW MEMBER SWORN. 
Walter Runciman, esquire, for the 
Borough of Dewsbury. 


NEW PROCEDURE RULES. 

(4.47.) Tue FIRST LORD or THe 
TREASURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Man- 
chester, E.): I rise by leave of the House 
to explain as well as I am able the pro- 
posals which the Government intend to 
lay on the table of the House for the 
amending our rules. It is not the first 
time by many that those who have 
occupied my place have had to rise to 
ask the leave of the House to pursue a 
similar course. Indeed, since 1832 [ 
believe there have been no less than 
eighteen committees on Parliamentary 
procedure, and a very great variety of 
changes have been introduced since that 
epoc making date into the rules under 
which we conduct our business. There 
are those who think that this entails 
criticism and commentary on the House 
of Commons itself and the methods by 
which we pursue our business. I do 
not take that view. I think that, in the 
first place, for an assembly like the pre- 
sent, in an age as changing as the 
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present, itself to remain unchanged 
would show that we are not fitted to 
adapt ourselves to the necessities of the 
country; and in the second place, I 
think that the frequency with which 
these changes have been made is an 


indication of the caution with which | 


they have been made. There is no single 
instance, so far as my memory goes, in 
which the House has taken the step of 
adapting any Standing Order in simplifi- 
cation and improvement of its rules, 
where it has had reason to regret the 
course it has pursued. In the proposals 
I have to make I hope it will be seen 
that this caution has animated the 
Government in framing their scheme. 
The changes are not inconsiderable. I 
do not desire to minimise them. I think 
on the contrary that they are schemes 
important. Nevertheless I think if they 
receive the candid{consideration of the 
House, and I do not doubt they will, it 
will beY recognised that we have pro- 
ceeded in the steps traced out for us by 
our predecessors, and have not attempted 
any violent revolution which we may 
see subsequently cause to regret. If it 


be‘asked why these constant changes are | 


required in the rules let it be remembered 
that we always work on a substractum of 
rules of very ancient date, and which were 
originally framed to meet a condition of 
things long passed away. 1 am not going 


back to the old history of this House, in | 


which its most important proceedings 
consisted in a contest with the Crown. 
I am talking of a period long after Par- 
liamentary supremacy was_ established, 
and even then the conditions prevailing 
in the House was, and consequently the 
rules laid down were so utterly different 


from the conditions now prevailing and the | 
rules now laid down that an easy‘expla- | 


nation may be given of the many changes 
which we have carried out. In the 
middle of the eighteenth century, and 
indeed to a very much later period, the 
difficulty was not to check the flow of 
oratory but to induce it to flow at all. 
The makers of the rules exhausted their 
ingenuity in finding opportunities for 
Gentlemen to speak, and offering them 
temptations to air their opinions or to 
deal with the case of their constituents. 
If anybody will read the Parliamentary 
history of the eighteenth century, he will 
see that many as were the opportunities 
given by this procedure, and anxious as 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


‘COMMONS } 





Rules. 1352 


those gentlemen who framed these rules 
were to encourage debate, debate was by 
| no means always encouraged. There isa 
| very interesting passage in the recently 
_ published journal of Henry Fox, which I 
| daresay most of those who are interested 
'in the political history of the country 
| have already seen, and from which it 
appears that towards the end of the 
Seven Years War, when the House was 
voting for warlike purposes sums beyond 
| anything ever voted before, Henry Fox 
complained of the extreme difficulty of 
getting a quorum to vote the money. 
There was no question of opposing the 
vote, or of criticising it, the difficulty 
was, to get Members to attend here in 
‘order to have the requisite number 
actually to vote the money. 





THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): Hear, hear. 


| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is 
cheered by my right hon. friend the Sec- 
retary of State for War, and I am not 
surprised that he should consider that that 
would be a very agreable state of things 
so far as he is concerned, if it could 
be repeated at the present time. 

3ut those days have long gone bv, and 
gone by also is the time when no less 
than eighteen separate questions had to 
be .put from the chair with respect to 
/every Bill, irrespective of proceedings in 
| Committee, and irrespective of any pro- 
| ceedings in a Preliminary Committee, 
| supposing the Bill was of a national 


character, which had to be debated 
before such Committee. Well, eighteen 
|separate questions put from the Chair 
|with regard to a Bill would fill any 
modern leader of the House with absolute 
dismay, and the surprise I feel is not 
that we have had to adapt our rules, but 
that it was found possible for 658 gentle- 
| men, however well disposed, to carry on 
| under such conditions as these the busi- 
ness of the country. 

| Let me ‘just ask the House—and this 
| will conclude my preliminary statement 
| 


—to compare, in three features, the 
years 1800 and 1901. In 1800 the 
House sat on portions of 72 days. Un- 
fortunately the records of Hansard do 
not enable us to tell how jong the sittings 
were. In 1901 the House sat 115 days, 
and these sittings, as hon. Gentlemen 
know to their cost, were in many cases 
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extremely prolonged. In 1800 Supply 
took one day; in 1901 it took 26 days. 
In 1800 not a single Question was put 
during the whole course of Parliament. 
In 1901, including Supplementary Ques- 
tions, it has been calculated for me that 
7,180 Questions were asked. These 7,180 
Questions occupied 119 hours ; in other 
words, they occupied close upon 15 
eight-hour Parliamentary days, or three 
weeks of Government time. Finally, 
though this is of less importance, the 
Address in 1800, and for very many 
years after that, down to my own 
memory, was voted in one day. Last 
year it could only be voted in nine. The 
truth is that, with the changing circum- 
stances of the House, in itself revolution- 
ary, our rules, which were originally 
framed as it were to promote a fertilising 
and irrigating flow of eloquence, are 
now, it appears, required to dam up its 
vast and destructive floods, and keep 
them within reasonable limits. 

In attempting to describe the contri- 
bution which the Government hope to 
make to the reform of our procedure, I 
shall not follow the order in which the new 
rules and the Amendments of the old rules 
will appear upon the Paper, which I trust 
will be in the Vote Office in the 
course of an hour. It will be more 
convenient if I begin with the more 
miscellaneous and in some respects less 
important proposals, reserving to the 
last the general scheme with regard to 
business to which I know a great deal 
of interest and attention has been de- 
voted. 

The first of our proposals changes 
the rule relating to divisions. It is 
evidently impossible that the time 
occupied in divisions can be very 
seriously limited; I, at any rate, have 
not discovered any method by which 
that could be attained. The House 
must be allowed to express its opinion, 
and that expression necessarily occupies 
a considerable amount of time. But do 
not let us suppose that the evil is a 
small one. Last year there were 482 
divisions, at the rate of five divisions an 
hour, which I think is a good average, 
that would amount to 12 days, so that 
we were 12 eight-hour days walking 
through the lobbies of this House to 
record our opinions on the various 
proposals put forward. I do not. pre- 


tend that I could diminish that amount 
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very seriously by anything I can 


suggest, but it is a great evil, and I 
think that Members who frivolously 
and unnecessarily challenge divisions 
ought to feel that they really are 
wasting the time of the House in a 
manner which in its cumulative effect 
is really serious. 

The proposals I have to make on this 
subject are threefold. I propose to 
abolish the power of dividing upon the 
Question now put by the Chairman, 
that he report these Resolutions to the 
House. It is admittedly a subject 
which ought not to be divided upon, 
and though I believe there was an 
attempt to debate it last year, I cannot 
think that anybody regards it as an 
essential or important part of our pro- 
cedure. I propose that that privilege, 
if privilege it be, should be withdrawn 
in the future. My second proposal is 
that when a Bill is being discussed on 
the Second Reading, or the Third Read- 
ing, if a time Amendment is proposed— 
that is to say, if an Amendment that 
the Bill be read this day six months 
or this day three months is re- 
jected on a division, no second 
division can be claimed. Let the House 
mark that if it be a reasonable Amend- 
ment, on which a man might be reasonably 
supposed to be able to vote one way 
while he would not vote for the Second 
Reading of the Bill, I do not propose to 
forbid this, though I am not sure that I 
am right even in that; I am not sure that 
I am not too moderate. But at all events 
as regards a time Amendment—that a Bill 
be read this day, say three or six months, 
everybody agrees that when the House 
have given their decision it is merely a 
waste of time to ask them to repeat it. ‘The 
third proposal I have to make may possi- 
bly be the most important of those I have 
to make with regard to divisions. The 
House is aware there was a standing 
order passed by the late Mr. Smith accord- 
ing to which if divisions were frivolously 
claimed, the Speaker might call upon 
those who challenged them to stand up 
in their places. [An Hon. MEMBER, 
“Those who agreed.”| Yes, those who 
agreed were asked to stand up in their 
places. That was well designed, the in- 
tention was good, but it was rendered 
utterly nugatory by the fact that the 
clerk had to go and take down the names 
of each person who did so stand up. The 
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process took long, and in most cases led 
to more confusion than if a division had 


been taken in the ordinary way. Our 
suggestion is that we should restore 


this proposal to its original shape and 
remove the conditions which both ren- 
dered it nugatory and _ inoperative. 
I am reading the words of the Standing 
Order under which Mr. Speaker or the 
Chairman may, aiter the lapse of two 
minutes, take a vote of the House, or 
Committee, by calling on the Members 
who challenged the division to rise in 
their places ; and that their names shall 
be taken down in the House and printed 
in the list of divisions. Il propose to 
omit these last words. On that subject 
I may tell the House, that I am laying 
a Blue-book on the Table which contains 
the results of the investigations which 
I have been making in regard to the 
practice of Foreign Assemblies in respect 
to divisions; and | hope that it will be in 
the hands of Members in a few days. 

I pass to the second group of reforms to 
be proposed, which have for their intention 
the lightening of the existing stages of 
our Bills. The first of these, | have to 
suggest to the House, is one which will 
be nay in favour of private Members 
than of the Government. At present if 
a private Member, or indeed if any 
gentleman, whether he bea Minister of 
the Crown cr not, desires to move a 
Bill to a Grand Committee, he has to do 
it by a Motion after the Second Reading 
is passed. We propose that it shall be 
in his power to give notice, before the 
Second Reading, of his intention to do so, 
and that that shall be diseussed along 
withtheSecond Reading. And after the 
Second Reading is carried. if it be carried, 
then the Motion that the Bill should go 
to the Standing Committee or any form 
of Committec, shall be put without 
further debate. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynr Regis): 
And put separately ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, put separ- 


ately, but no further debate is 
to be taken. In that rule we 
have included a provision which, I 


think, gives a very necessary elasticity 
to our proceedings. At present it is 
possible to send a Bill, first to a 
. Select Committee and then to a Grand 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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Committee. I cannot imagine why the 
fact that a Bill has been sent to a Select 
Committee is a sufficient reason for its 
being again considered by the House in 
its collective capacity. If it isa reason 
for anything at all, it is a reason for 
adopting the opposite practice ; and we 
propose to give absolute liberty to send 
a Bill to the Grand Committee, after it 
has gone to a Select Committee, a Hybrid 
Committee, or a Joint Committee of the 
two Houses. 


An Hon. Memper: Would it be 
possible to take the second division after 
‘the interruption of business ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. As I 
understand the hon. Gentleman’s question 
it is that supposing a division on the 
seading takes place and there is an in- 
terruption of business, would it be possible 
to have a division afterwards on the 
Motion to send the Bill to a Grand or 
Select’ Commiitee. Yes, Sir, it would. 
The proposal I have to make refers to 
Resolutions in Committee on Money Bills, 
which as the House knows, cannot be 
read a first time in the ordinary way, 
but have to be brought in in Committee 
of the whole House. I have personally 
a leaning towards assimilating the prac- 
tice in this case to the practice followed 
in the case of all other Bills. Our present 
procedure dates from an early period, 
and is a rather antiquated and rusty 
method—but we do not propose to go 
the length. We propose to leave the 
Committee stage of these Money Reso- 
lutions exactly as it is, but we propose 
that the Report stage should not. be 
debated, although it may be divided 
upon. We propose to diminish, by one 
stage, these preliminary stages on Money 
Bills. Then we make an alteration 
in regard to the First Reading of ordinary 
Bills. We do not propose to interfere 
with either of the two methods by 
which Bills may be at present introduced 
—namely, what is known, conveniently 
but improperly, as introduction under 
the ‘‘Ten Minute Rule;’” and the 
older procedure under which there was 
an unlimited debate on the First Reading. 
We do not propose to alter either of 
these, because there are circumstances in 
which these proceedings are proper. 
For instance, there are many Govern- 
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ment Bills on which a brief explanation 
is very desirable; and there are many 
other Government Bills on which it is 
proper that the Minister in charge 
should make an extended statement in 
regard to their contents. And the 
Minister can hardly be permitted to 
make that extended statement without 
allowing debate after what he has said ; 
so that if an answer be required, it 
should go forth to the country at the 
same time as the speech. We leave, 
therefore, the existing procedure in the 
same state as it is; but in our opinion 
with regard to the great mass of Bills 
the House of Lords procedure is far 
the best, under which no leave to intro- 
duce is required at all, but every Member 
has a right to have a Bill printed and 
read a first time, asa matter of course. 

Now I come to the fourth element in 
this group of our changes, and it is the 
most drastic and important of all. It 
relates to the report stage of ordinary 
Bills. There is one important omission 
which I have made, and which the 
House will perhaps allow me to correct. 
The House will remember that we do 
not allow debate on the Report of the 
Resolution of the Money Bill Committee. 
That is so in a general way, but we 
especially except the Budget and Supply. 
Then I come to the Report stage of 
ordinary Bills; and here, I say, our 
proposals are more drastic than those [ 
have so far made. I cannot get any full 
or satisfactory history of the Report 
stages in this House, but there can be 
no reason to doubt that the Report stages 
existed and exists inorder to give the 
House an opportunity of surveying the 
work of its Committees--whether a 
Committee upstairs, as it used to be in 
old times, or a Committee of the whole 
House as at present. And if anyone 
wants proof of that, he will find that no 
Report stage is required if the Committee 
has done nothing. Whena Committee 
passes a Bill without Amendment there 
is no Report stage ; the Committee has | 


done no work, and it is not necessary to | 
survey it. Ido not think that the system | 
isa good one at present. We oscillate 
between two extremes, both of which | 
were objectionable. If an Amendment 


has been introduced in Committee, the | 
Report stage is often used as an opportu- 
nity for the repetition of the Amendments 
which had been rejected in Committee, 


I 
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That is a modern practice, an inconve’ 
nient practice, and involves a great waste 
of public time. 3ut if, on the other 
hand, no Amendment is introduced, then 
the House, on the Report stage, can do 
nothing, and thus, as the House knows, 
there is a great temptation to the Govern- 
ment to try to get a Bill through 
Committee without any change at all 
being made in it. Nobody denies that 
as long as one part of the House abuses 
the rules in one direction there will be an 
attempt to stretch them in another; 
I do not think that is a temptation 
that ought to be placed in the way of 
any Government, or of any private 
Member. It is perfectly certain that 
no Government ever will consent to 
leave the Report stage, in every _par- 
ticular as it stands, and only remove 
this single anomaly. I venture to say 
that our proposal, which is to greatly 
limit what the House will do on the 
Report stage is the best which the House 

will adopt. What we propose is that the 
House on the Report stage shall only be 

allowed to deal with changes made in 

Committee, except that the Member in 

charge of the Bill may introduce Amend- 

ments. This last is a necessary provision, 

because, as the House well knows, pledges 

are constantly given to the great con- 

venience of every body concerned, that 

such or such an Amendment, will be 

introduced on Report by the Member in 

charge of the Bill; and it is clear that 

this is a very necessary elasticity in the 

stringency of the rule. Everything con- 

sequential on what has been done in 

Committee is open, as at present, to full 

discussion. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, Isle 
of Thanet): Does this apply to Bills sent 
to a Standing Committee upstairs / 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I am obliged to 
my right hon. friend. We do limit it to the 
Bills which have undergone the ordeal of 
the Committee of the whole House. It is 
in order to avoid the whole House having 


| to go twice over the discussion of the 


details of the same Bill that we ask for 


' this rule. 


There are two other proposals in this 
group of our suggestions. One is the re- 
vival of an old plan of my own, to allow 
a Member in charge of a Bill, after debate, 
to drop certain portions of the Bill, in- 
stead of having to go through every 


3F 
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amendment. The second proposal is one 
to facilitate the passage of Consolidation 
Bills. Censolidation Bills are really most 
important, although not a very glorious 
part of our present labour ; and we have 
placed upon the table of the House a plan 
by which we think the House will be en- 
abled to deal with this most necessary 
class of legal reform. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman give us an outline 
of the proposal ? 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: Yes, I can do so ; 
but I did not, because I was so afraid of 
trespassing on the patience of the House. 
But as my hon. friend is anxious to hear 
what is the general outline, it is that 
there shouid be a Committee appointed 
by the House to consider those Bills ; and 
if anyone suggests that they are not 
Consolidation Bills, but that they carry 
out some change in the law, they should 
be referred back to the Committee which 
would consider the point, and if the Bills 
contain no change they will not be open 
to discussion in Committee or on Report 
stage ; but if they do contain a change in 
the law, discussion in Committee or on 
Report stage shall be confined to that 
change. I think that ought to be a 
not unworkable plan. 

Now I come to two proposals which 
cannot be classed under either of the 
two heads with which I have so far 
been dealing, two detached proposals. 
One relates to the difficulty in which 
this House has found itself in the past, 
and may again find itself in the future, 
if the Chairman of Committees is pre- 
vented by indisposition from attending 
to his duties. That produces, or may 
produce, two different kinds of evil. In 
the first place, inasmuch as a substitute 
is not endowed with his full powers, 
business is constantly delayed during the 
tenure of office of the temporary chair- 
man, to the inconvenience, I think, of 
all parties in the House. Then there is 
a second evil, which, I am glad to say, 
has never happened, but which very 
easily might happen. It is, if Mr. 
Speaker and the Chairman of Committees 
shall be both indisposed at the same 
time ; in that case this House would lose 
all power of carrying on public business 
at all—it could not sit. The only man 


who can take Mr. Speaker’s place at 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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the present time is the Chairman; the 
Deputy Chairman cannot take it; and 
we have proposed several plans by which 
in the event of the Chairman being ill, 
or in the extreme case of both the Chair- 
man and Mr. Speaker being ill, the 
House shall not be actually deprived of all 
power of carrying on its functions. 

Then there is one other proposal of a 
miscellaneous class, and that relates to 
questions of privilege. Everybody who 
has sat through the last two or three 
Parliaments must have had brought 
home to them the extreme inconvenience 
of a question of privilege being suddenly, 
without notice, started on the House 
immediately after Questions, and a very 
important decision being taken by the 
House without any power of looking 
into precedents and of considering in 
cold blood the circumstances of the case. 
The result of that has been, not only, as 
I think, a considerable waste of public 
time, but also some decisions of which 
this House has, in my opinion, no very 
great reason to be proud. Now, we 
appoint a Committee on Privileges at 
the beginning of every session; it is 
the very first thing we do; we do it 
before the King’s Speech has begun; 
but we never name, it never goes fur- 
ther, it is a purely formal proceeding 
which, I think, happens at the same 
time as that hardy annual of my right 
hon. friend connected with the inter- 
ference of Peers at elections. We think 
that Committee ought to be appointed ; 
and we propose that, whenever any 
question of privilege not relating to a 
controversy between the two Houses— 
which are questions of a rather different 
character—is raised, it should on the 
Motion of a Minister of the Crown be 
referred, without further debate, to this 
Committee for report. I cannot help 
thinking that that would add much to 
the dignity of the House when placed in 
the very difficult circumstances in which 
we occasionally find ourselves. 

Then I come to two proposals connected 
with order in the House. The first of 
these is for strengthening the hands of 
the House and of Mr. Speaker, who is 
responsible for order in the House to us, 
by increasing the penalties under Stand- 
ing Order 21. It will be remembered 
that there are two Standing Orders’ at 
present which deal with disorderly ‘con- 
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duct. One is Standing Order 27, under with order to which I must cal 
which Mr. Speaker acts on his own the attention of the House. We think 
authority and without calling for the that circumstances may arise, conceivably 
formal intervention of the House; the under which it would be desirable in the 
other is Standing Order 21, in which interests of order that Mr. Speaker 
Mr. Speaker names the disorderly Mem- should suspend the sitting for such 
ber and the House thereupon by vote time as he thinks necessary. I well 
proceeds to pronounce upon him, pro- remember, and [ daresay most of the 
ceeds to endorse the action of Mr. members now present will remember, that 
Speaker. We do not propose to touch Y¢ry painful scenes took place during the 
the first of these rules at all; Rule 27 debates on the Home Rule Bill in 1893, 
we mean to leave as it is. But wethink | With the Chairman of Committees in the 


that Rule 21 should be strengthened, Chair. On the eve of a division Mr. 
and also made more reasonable and Speaker Peel was sent for and came in, 
systematic in its provisions. We propose and proceeded to ask Mr. Gladstone, who 
that the penalty for the first offence, ‘?* then leading the House, and myself, 
instead of being a week, should be 20 who was in the position of Leader of the 


days, for the second offence 40 days, and Opposition, to give him an account’ of 


’ : : ~ , What had occurred. Well, from that 
for the third 80 days ; and we also think moment the thing passed off smoothly and 


that a Member who has been guilty of quietly, and with dignity ; but I can well 
o—. disorderly conduct should not be imagine that, if such a scene, or anything 
permitted to take his ordinary place like it, should occur again, Mr. Speaker 
among us until he has communicated to jicht think it extremely desirable to 
Mr. Speaker his regret for the action have some opportunity of finding out, not 
which he had taken, a regret which I in the theatre of heated debate around him 
am sure, which I hope, he always feels. what had really occurred. And there is 
It is only necessary for me further to another reason which makes me anxious to 
say upon this subject that these 20 days pass this rule; it is that there is, as the 
in our rule, unlike the existing rule, are House is aware, a period now-—and that 
20 days on which the House sits ; they period will be further augmented as I 
run, that is to say, irrespective of shall point out—during which no opposed 
holidays, irrespective of adjournments, business is allowed to be taken. After 
and irrespective of prorogations. I 12 at night, for instance; during that 
am sure everybody will feel that period no division can be taken, and it is 
there is neither sense nor justice in | quite possible that the Members left in the 
imposing a heavy penalty upon some gen- House might be in no sense representative 
tleman who is guilty of disorderly con- of the House. I am quite sure that as 
duct at the beginning of the session, and long as Members in this House are in any 
inflicting no penalty, on the same way representative the Chair would of 
gentleman perhaps, if he errs from the course be respected, but every Member 
paths of virtue on the last day but one of of that Front Bench might quite rightly 
the session. I feel confident the House be away when opposed business is at an 
will accept this view, and I think this is end. I certainly do not always stay, and 
the proper time to deal with it. We are the great bulk of private Members do not 
now, I am glad to think, living in an think it necessary to stay. It is very un- 
atmosphere of calm ; it is an anticyclone, likely that any difficulty should arise at 
and that is the time to legislate with that time, but if it did the House would 
regard to these, I am glad to think, rare | hardly be ina position to deal with it ; and 
cases. It is a great pity to be driven, as it is proper to give power to Mr. Speaker, 
we were driven last session, to legislate if there is any disorder, to suspend the 
immediately and in the heat of the sitting. 
moment upon some matter which the' Now I come to the last, perhaps 
House could not possibly ignore. Let us| the most interesting, and eertainly the 
make our code now adequate to any | most complicated part of the task which 
necessities that are likely to arise, and in| I have set myself—the task I mean of 
our attempts to do so I hope we shall describing our proposals for the general 
receive assistance from every quarter of | rearrangement of business. Now there 
the House. |are two objects which we have in view, 
There is one other point connected | the first my be described, roughly, as the 
3 F 2 
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object of increasing the convenience of 
Parliamentary life. It is not the most 
important of the two objects; but it is 
an important one ; and for my own part 
I have never been able to understand why 
of all his Majesty’s subjects a Member of 
Parliament should be the one who never 
knows when he is to dine or when he is 
to sleep. That convenience depends 
partly on the method in which we arrange 
our day, and partly on the method in 
which we arrange our week. The second 
general object we have in view is what I 
may call the certainty of public business. 
At present we are pursued by two kinds 
of uncertainty, the uncertainty ona given 
day whether the work put down on the 
Order-book is the work we shall have to 
do. The second kind of uncertainty is 
in not being able to look ahead. This is 
a matter which chiefly concerns private 
Members, who ask themselves, ‘Can we 
put down such and such a Resolution, or 
such and such a Bill, without finding our- 
selves at the last moment deprived by the 
Government of the opportunity of taking 
it?’ I feel this very strongly. As regards 
the arrangement of business, we hope to 
lay down such a general plan as should 
relieve us from the necessity of constantly 
coming to the House and asking the House 
to give us further facilities for business. 

At present, by our standing orders, 
the Government have Mondays and 
Thursdays, and nothing else. No Gov- 
ernment can, or for years has, con- 
ducted the public business entrusted to 
it on that very limited asset. It must 
come for more time; and the result is 
that the arrangements of private Members 
as regards their Motions and Bills are 
thoroughly upset. I have felt acutely 
not only having to appeal to the House 
for these further facilities, but that I am 
constantly made the butt of charges of 
so arranging my demands for time as 
to interfere with these Motions or private 
Bills. Those who hate a Bill urge me 
take the day for which that Bill is set 
down, while those who love a Bill wish 
me not to interrupt the ordinary course 
of public buusiness by having an ex- 
ception made in its favour. That is an 
intolerable position, and I for one am 
perfectly sick of such debates. I know 
all the speeches that are made upon them. 
I am bored with them all, including m 
own. There is my hon. friend behind 
me (Mr. Gibson Bowles,) who always 
comes down and denounces the Govern- 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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ment for their tyrannical seizure of 
private Members’ time. Then he is 
followed by the hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the Irish Party, who always 
makes an eloquent speech, in which 
he explains that, after all, it is 
not entirely the fault of the Govern- 
ment, but of the system; and, before 
you know where you are, you find your- 
self listening to an eloquent peroration 
about Home Rule! And then there is 
the right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the Opposition, of whom | make no 
complaint—because when I was in his 
place I did exactly the same, and when 
I am in his place again, unless my 
rules are adopted, I shall do exactly the 
same again —- we all know that he 
grudgingly admits that the Government 
must have time, that afterall the necessity 
is very disagreeable, and tht if a little 
dexterity, a little more tact,a little more 
amiability on the part of the Leader of 
the House had been displayed, the painful 


necessity would never have arisen. Can- 
not we try to arrange our general 
more in accordance with 


programme 
what experience has shown to be 
necessary, not for this Government or 
that Government. but for all Govern- 
ments ; and then having laid it down, 
interfere with it as little as we possibly 
can? I need not say that the principle 
we have laid down is cne incompar- 
ably less favourable to private Members 
than the existing one under the standing 
orders ; but the existing one is never, and 
has never been, adhered to: and I do not 
think when I state what our proposals are 
that private Members will have much 
reason to complain. 

Now, let me briefly give a diary 
of a Parliamentary day and a journal 
of a Parliamentary week under our 
new rules. We propose that every 
day, except the day of morning sitting,s 
when private Members’ Bills are taken, 
shall consist of two sittings, and in 
addition to the obvious . dvantages of 
two sittings there is one which I feel 
bound to insist upon very strongly, 
and which I do not think will occur 
to all members. At present it is 
hardly possible to do justice to those 


/small Bills which are not matters of 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
{ 


controversy between the two sides of 
the House, which are not opposed, but 
on which, perhaps, one or two gentle 
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men have a legitimate desire to com- 
ment. They want some difficulties 
smoothed away, some statement of 
opinion they want to make, and there- 
fore they naturally say, “We do not 
want much time, but some time you 
must give us.” It is almost impossible 
under the present system to find that 
time; because, if you put down the 
Bill at the beginning of public busi- 
ness on a Government night, it is 
talked on at great length, not by 
gentlemen who have any objection to 
the particular Bill but by gentlemen 
who have a great objection to the Bill 
immediately following. On the other 
hand, if you try to stop a contro- 
versial Bill, a Bill about which there 
is general excitement, say at 10 or 


10.30, in order to bring on the 
small and uncontroversial Bill, the 
difficulties in your way are almost 


insuperable, and I do not think that 
any having experience of Government 
will deny it. Therefore, an evening 
sitting, which would not necessarily 
be a continuation of the afternoon 
sitting, but at which some entirely 
separate business may be taken, will 
be an enormous convenience, and the 
existence of this double set of rails 
will greatly facilitate useful legislation. 
In Supply, it will be an immense 
advantage. We propose, of course, that 
the day given to Supply shall consist 
of both an afternoon and an evening 
sitting; but it by no means follows 
that the first Vote to be taken at the 
evening sitting shall be a continuation 
of the Vote taken at the morning 
sitting; there will be an opportunity 
for discussing those smaller Votes 
which now very often are left 
wholly undiscussed, and vanish in the 
ruck at the end of the session. 

Having thus described some of the ad- 
vantages of the double sitting, let me give 
a time-table. The House under our plan 
will meet at 2 o'clock. Private business 
will be taken, as now, immediately after 
prayers ; but we have arranged that non- 
controversial shall have precedence over | 
controversial private business. At 25 
minutes past 2 private business, if not 
concluded, will stand over till the even- 
ing sitting; so that, so far as private | 
business is concerned, the scandal under | 
which we have constantly suffered of | 
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having the whole of our public debate 
upset and brought into confusion by 
/some controversy on a private Bill, will 
/be rendered impossible. At 2.25 any 
/member who desires to ask an urgent 
(uestion about the business of the 
House will be at liberty to do so, and, 
'of course, the Leader of the House will 
be in his place to answer it. I do not 
imagine that these Questions, restricted 
as they are to questions of business— 
“What are you going to take next 
Monday, or what is to be the Supply on 
such and such a day ?”—will take more 
time than five minutes; and, therefore, 
we may count that under this new 
system public business will begin at 2.30. 
Beginning at 2.30 it will go on without 
interruption until 7.15, when opposed 
business at the morning sitting comes 
to an end; and if there is not a division 
before 7.15, there can be no division 
after that, hour, and therefore any 
member who desires to leave the House 
at 7.15 will be able to do so wthout 
any fear of missing a division. At 7.15 
Questions come on, and may _ go 
on, if there are enough of them, till 
8 o’clock. No other business is to be 
taken at the afternoon sitting after ques- 
tions. Questions will be the last busi- 
ness at the morning sitting. The House 
will resume at nine o’clock ; and, if there 
be private business carried over and put 
down for that day, that privat bus ness 
will come on. After that, public 
business will go on till 12 o'clock, and 
we do not interfere with the operation 
of the rule between 12 and 1. That is 
my first rough sketch of a Parliamentary 
day, which I shall have to fill in by 
further detail of what we mean to do about 
questions and a further account of what 
we mean to do about adjournments of 
the House. 

In the meanwhile, let me leave 
my diary, and come to my journal. 
In each week before Easter there 
will be one whole day—under our plan, 
Thursday — given to Supply. By a 
whole day I mean an afternoon and an 
evening sitting. The other three after- 
noon sittings would be taken through- 
out the whole session for Government 
business. Before Easter the Government 
would, in addition, ask for one evening 
sitting. [An Hon. Memser: In each 
week?] One evening sitting in the 
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week, which would be Monday. After 
Easter the Government would ask 
for two evening sittings in each week, 
leaving one for private Members. 


the House, with the exception of two 


Wednesdays, which have for a long time | 
now been devoted to Private Bills. In| 
passing, let me say that an hon. friend | 


of mine below the gangway has made a 


suggestion of what [think an extremely | 


good change in procedure. At present 
the rule is that the two Wednesdays 
after the Whitsuntide holidays are taken 
for Private Bills. The result of the 
time being so taken immediately after 
Whitsuntide is that there is a great deal 
of anxiety to know when the Whitsuntide 
holidays are to end, and those con- 
troversies about the Government’s 
taking Wednesdays, which are so in- 
tolerable, come on every year. I propose 
that the two Wednesdays that are given 
to private Members should be the third 
and fourth after Whitsunday. That 
must be beyond the limit of the Whitsun- 
tide holidays. Therefore there can be no 
quarrel about it. The whole thing would 
work automatically, and there cannot 
be favouritism or the suspicion of 
favouritism. 

I return to the journal 0’ the week :-- 
Monday—afternoon -itting, Government ; 


evening sitting, Government. Be ore 
Easter :—Tuesday—afternoon, Govern- 
ment; evening, private Members. 
Wednesday — afternoon, Government ; 
evening, private Members. Thursday— 
afternoon and evening, Supply. Friday 


—private Members’ Bills as at present 
on Wednesday. 


An How. 
sitting ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There will be 


no evening sitting at all on Friday. 


MEMBER: No evening 


An Hon. MeEmMBER: Meet at 12 


o'clock ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. It will be 
exactly the same as Wednesday ; Wednes- 
day is transferred, as it were, bodily to 
Friday. I believe that the Government 
ought to be content with that amount 
of time through the session, and that 
these private Members’ nights—two 
before Easter and one between Easter | 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS } 


After | 
Whitsuntide they would take the time of | 





1368 


Bills. 


and Whitsuntide—can be left with 
| reasonable security from session to 
'session and from year to year. I also 
feel that the alteration or the interchange 
between Wednesday and Friday will be 
|a very great boon toa large class of Mem- 
bers who have business out of London. 
There will be private Members’ Motions 
on the evening sittings that are left— 
Motions and Bills, but Motions will 
have precedence, to put it that way. 

I promised that I would tell the 
House what course we _ intended 
to pursue with regard to adjourn- 
ments. Our object is certainly—that 
Membe s shal know with absolute 
certainty that on such and such a day 
business begins at half-past 2; but if 
you leave the present rule about ad- 
journments -unaltered, that certainty 
vanishes like smoke. We have therefore 
made this alteration, and only this 
alteration, in the adjournment rule. 
Members may ask for an adjournment 
and obtain leave to move the adjourn- 
ment exactly as they do now and at 
the same time as they do now, at half- 
past 2, just before public business ; 
but if they obtain leave to move the 
adjournment they will have to do it at 
the evening sitting, at the beginning 
of public business. I think that has 
many advantages. It leaves the after- 
noon sitting absolutely untouched, and 
it enables some notice to be given to 
the House, and, it may be, even to the 
Minister concerned, of what is com ng 
on. After all, a more irrational pro- 
cedure than the present, which allows 
a complicated discussion to be started, 
in which the fate of the Government 
may be involved, without any notice 
whatever, either to the Minister con- 
cerned or to the House, is quite illogical. 





Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
How will the right hon. Gentleman meet 
the question of adjournment on a 
question in consequence of an answer 
received ? 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR: I am afraid 
the hon. Member would have to move 
the adjournment next day or at the 
earliest opportunity. But Mr. Speaker 
would give a ruling upon that. Under 
the existing rule you may move the 
adjournment on a Monday for a thing 
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that has happened on a Saturday. I 


suppose if there was no earlier oppor- | 
/but I think that the liberty itself is a 


tunity it would be moved next day. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington N.): Are 
only forty Members still required to 
give an hon. Member leave to move ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There is no 
alteration proposed there. I may say 
that, in my opinion, the forty Member 
rule has been abused, but you cannot ask 
Mr. Speaker to count more than forty ; 
he never has counted more than forty. 
{Laughter.] Perhaps I should say he 
has never been asked by our tules to 
count beyond forty. You would have 
to have a division; and that | think 
would not be convenient. 

Then I should say a word about 
“counts” of the House at the evening 
sitting. It will be remembered that 
controversial private Bill business comes 
on at 9 o'clock. It will be hard 
on promoters if it is in the power 
of any hon. Member to call attention 
to the fact that forty Members are not 
present ; and the plan we have suggested 
is that no “count” shall be allowed 
before ten o'clock, but if before ten 
o'clock there be a division in which 
less than forty Members are present, the 
House will at once proceed to the next 
business on the Paper, and that division 
will not be regarded as a decision of 
the House. I think that will be found 
a better rule than the Wednesday rule ; 
it will be less wasteful of private time, 
and it wlll be more convenient for those 
concerned with private business. 

Now I come to Questions. I think 
every one must admit with regard to 
Questions two or three propositions which 
I will venture to lay before the House. 
In the first place, that the number of 
Questions has for many years been ex- 
cessive. In the second place, that a very 
large number of those Questions are not 
improper Questions to put, but they are 
really more of a parochial than of an 
Imperial character. They concern the 
interests of small localities rather than 
the general interests of the country at 
large. But while { lay down those two 
propositions, hostile to our present pro- 
posal, I would lay down a third, which 
is that we ought to be very careful how 
we curtail the liberty of putting Ques- 


{30 January 1902} 





Bills, 1370 


tions. That liberty may be abused; in 
my judgment it has often been abused ; 





very important one. It may sometimes 
have the effect of keeping an erring 
Government in order; in any case, it is 
quite right if an important local interest 
is touched that the truth should be 
elicited by a Question put to the respon- 
sible Minister, is possible. While elicit- 
ing information is a most legitimate 
object, | do not regard with any great 
favour on general grounds, though I 
rather like them myself, those Questions 
which are intended to be merely the 
foundation of the cross-examination of 
a Minister. They are lively and agree- 
able, especially if you think you havea 
good case, but I do not think it isa 
proper use to which to put the time of 
the House. 

How do we propose to deal with the 
subject? Questions will begin at 
7-15 and, as far as the afternoon 
sitting is concerned, they end at 
eight o'clock. We propose that only 
those Questions shall be asked orally and 
answered orally which the hon. Members 
asking them star on the Paper; hon. 
Members will have the right to star their 
questions, the other Questions will be 
answered on the Votes of the House. I 
venture to point out to hon. Members 
that that is really an advantage from 
their point of view over the existing 
system. At present there is no authori- 
tative record of answers at all. The 
answers are sent up very often by the 
Ministers to the newspapers or a copy of 
them is given to Members. Any hon. 
Member who does not star his Question 
will have that authoritative answer 
printed and circulated with the Votes, 
and it will remain there on permanent 
record. Only one supplementary Question 
should be asked with regard to any 
Question of which notice has been given, 
and that supplementary Question should 
be asked for the purpose of obtaining a 
necessary explanation, and asked only by 
the original questioner—the Member, in 
other words, who has put his Question on 
the Paper. We are sanguine enough to 
helieve that, if this system be adopted, 
the time which elapses between 7.15 and 
8 o'clock will be as a rule ample 
sufficient to deal with the Questions which 
have to be orally answered. Questions 
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which are not answered before 8 o'clock, 
and which are starred, will stand over 
and be answered at 12 o’clock, at the 
interruption of business. 


Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): May I ask a question, 
which I am sure will interest the House ? 
In these circumstances, will the Questions 
addressed to the First Lord’ of the 
Treasury always be last on the list ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Most Questions 
addressed to me, at least the most im- 
portant, relate to the business of the 
House, and these will always be asked at 
the beginning of the afternoon sitting. 

I have now only to mention what we 
propose to do about Supply. In the first 
place, we mean to make the Supply rule 
a Standing Order; in the second place, 
we mean to adopt t in the form t» 
which it was finally brought in August 
last, with these three alterations. We 
think it would be convenient to put en 
the face of the Standing Order, what has 
always been the intention, that the Vote 
on Account shall be a night’s business, 
not more. I will not stop to argue why, 
but I think it desirable that the Report 
of the Vote on Account shall not be 
more than one of two Sittings into 
which the Parliamentary day is divided. 
What is more important yet, we pro- 
pose to make it part of the rule that no 
opposed business should be taken on a 
Supply night before 12 o'clock, when 
Supply is concluded. We have in the past 
had all sorts of tangles by controversial 
business coming on unexpectedly: and 
we have had to put down a Government 
Bill after Supply in order that, if, by a 
fortunate accident, the Supply which had 
been put down should be concluded, some 
quite unexpected private Member’s Bill 
should not comeon. We lay down there- 
fore, that no controversial business shall 
come on after Supply before 12 0’clock. A 
third change, which will commend itself 
to all private Members, is this—we say 
that each of the allotted days for Supply 
is always to end at 12 o'clock. whether 
it be Report or Committee of Supply, and 
whether the 12 o'clock rule shall be 
generally suspended or not. 


which we were driven to last year— 
namely. the necessity of suspending the 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


‘COMMONS } 


There can | 
be no greater absurity than the course | 
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12 o'clock rule for general legislation. and 
‘then having to spend the time after 12 
o'clock on Votes of Supply. We do not 

think it right that Members should be 

expected to go through the wearisome 
task of discussing Report of Supply each 
week after 12 o'clock. No discussions 
have been less profitable or have led 
to less good results, and none have been 
less satisfactory to those who engaged in 
them or more thoroughly unpleasant to 
those who listened to them. Nothing 
in the new rules will do more to add 
to the general comfort of Members than 
the fact that a Supply night is a night 
which, throughout the session, and ir- 
respective of the chances and changes 
of the session, or whether Supply is 
being discussed in Committee or on 

Report, shall always end at 12 o'clock at 

night. 

If the House will do me the honour 
to survey the proposals with regard to 
the new arrangements which I have 
laid before it, Members will see that 
they carry out the great objects, as 
regards the convenience and certainty, 
which I think are those which ought to 
animate us in regulating our procedure. 
If that be so. and if a further examina- 
tion shows that these changes conduce, 
as much as I think they will, to the 
convenience of Members, | am sure hon. 
Gentlemen will not be so unreasonable 
as to suppose that they can have their 
cake and eat it also—that they can 
enjoy every privilege which they en- 
joyed under the old system and possess 
in addition all the advantages of the new 
system. I do not fora moment pretend 
that the scheme which I have laid before 
the House exhausts the possibilities of 
Parliamentary reform. On the contrary, 
I myself should like very much to see 
something done in regard to the King’s 
Speech, with regard to private Bill legis- 
lation, and with regard to that aspect of 
Supply which consists in the discussion 
not of questions of policy hut of details 
of expenditure. But we have no pro- 
posals to make on those points. I think 
it probable that the House would like to 
see some of them referred to a Select 
Committee for consideration ; but at all 
events we have not been able sufficiently 
| to persuade ourselves that we had a good 
|scheme to propose which would justify 
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us in dealing with these matters on the 
present occasion. 

May I conclude, Sir, by deprecating 
criticism from two quarters. I hope 
that nobody will criticise that part 
of our scheme whch is intended to 
meet the convenience of Members, who 
does not himself suffer from the incon- 
venience which Members who attend are 
now suffering from. I hope, for example, 
that no man will sneer at our arrange- 
ment for a dinner hour unless he can 
show to the satisfaction of the House 
that he has dined here at least once a 
week during his Parliamentary career. 
I hope, in the second place, that no man 
will meet us by saying that we are 
abandoning the old traditions of this 
House and throwing away safeguards 
which were once found necessary in our 
constitution. After all, Charles I. is not 
knocking at our door now, and our busi- 
ness now is not to fight with the Crown. 
The dangers that we have to fear are not 
the dangers which our ancestors had to 
fear; and the fact that we put our bows 
and arrows in a museum does not at all 
show that we are insensible of the real 
practical necessities of the age. Let us 
endeavour to face the facts of Parliamen- 
tary life as we find them. Let every 
man sitting on this side of the House 
contemplate these rules as if he were 
to-morrow going to sit on the other side 
of the House. And, per contra, let every 
Gentleman on the opposite side of 
the House remember that the time may 
come when he may sit on this side. 
[Cries from the Nationalist Benches, 
‘We will never sit there.”] I do not 
know whether my appeal has fallen 
short of hon. Members below the gang- 
way; but at any rate it has its signifi- 
cance with regard to Gentlemen sitting 
in all other parts of the House. We do 
not pretend that this is a complete 
scheme or a final scheme; and we do not 
believe in finality in these matters. But 
we do believe that these reforms will 
add enormously to the convenience of 
the House. and shorten some unnecessary 
opportunities for debate; and that they 
will yet leave this House what it always 
has been and ought to be—not merely a 
machine for passing legislation, but a 
free arena in which questions interest- 
ing to the country may be freely dis- 
cussed. 


{30 January 1902} 
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| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR then rose to 
move the Resolution on the Paper. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: On this 
Motion I rise to a point of order. My 
right hon. friend is about to move a 
Motion which stands in his name, and 
with your permission, Mr. Speaker, | 
will read it :— 

“That the consideration of the Ruies 
of Procedure prososed by the Govern- 
ment whenever set down have precedence 
on every day except on Wednesday, and 
that the provisions of Standing Order 
56 be extended to Tuesday and Friday.” 
I submit that that Motion sins against 
the rules of the House, for it contains 
two distinct, separate and unconnected 
propositions. The first isthat precedence 
shouid be given tothe rules of procedure, 
and the second relates to an entirely 
different subject, and proposes to apply 
the rule now applying to Supply to two 
other davs. ‘Those are sepurate and 
distinct propositions, and I submit to 
you, Mr. Speaker, that they are proposi- 
tions which should be put separately, 
and we ought to have the opportunity 
of voting upon them separetely. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is so, and the 
right hon. Gentleman should therefore 
move the two parts of the Resolution 
separately. The first part will cease to 
be operative as soon as the new rules 
have been disposed of ; but the effect of 
the second part will endure for the 
whole session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I shail, Mr. 
Speaker, of course at once obey your 
ruling and move the first part of the 
Resolution relating to the rules of pro- 
cedure. I do not mean to justify this 
proposal, because the necessity for such 
a Motion is obvious. I will take the 
opportunity to make a suggestion with 
regard to next week. Hon. Members 
on Loth sides are properly anxious that 
a full opportunity should be given to 
what was called the Second Reading 
debate on the new rvles. It will be 
admitted that the Govern ment, if anxious 
to meet them, have a right to say that 
the Second Reading debate shall end 
next week. Assuming that the debate 
were to end on the Friday, the day on 

| which that debate could begin must 
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‘depend on how many days were to be 
given to it. If only two days are neces 
sary, the Government will put down the 
‘Order for Thursday, but if three days are 


{COMMONS } 
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(6.15.) Motion made and Resolution 
put “That the consideration of the Rules 
of Procedure proposed by the Government 
whenever set down have precedence on 





required the Order must be put down | every day except on Wednesday.’ —( Ur. 
for Tuesday. It will then be possible | 4. J. Balfour.) 
to start the discussion of the rules 
one by one on the Monday following.| The House divided :—Ayes, 289 ; 
Noes, 98. (Division List No. 9.) 
AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, Chas. P. (Glouc. Stroud) 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Asher, Alexander 
Asquith, Rt. Hon, Hrbt. Henry 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, ‘Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J. (Manch’r 


Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G.W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George (. T. 

Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. Hicks 
Bell, Richard 

Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscaw en, Arthur Griftith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

ero William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Bowles, T.Gibson (King’sLynn) 
Brassey , Albert 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brooktield, ‘Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H (Shropsh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Bull, Ww illiam James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts. W. 

Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, Ww illiam Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carson, Kt. Hon. Sir Ed-w. H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F (N. Lanes. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Ev elyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain Rt. Hon. J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen (Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 





Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


| Compton, Lord Alwyne 


Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton. 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalkeith, Ear] of 

Dairymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh 
Dewar,T. R.(T’rH’mlets,S. Geo 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Law rence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Filiott, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Sir Francis H. (M’dstone 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(M’ne’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H. (City of Lon. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbt. John 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J. KE. (Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans- (T. Hmlts 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
— Corrie 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirEK. W.(B’ry S Ed’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
| Greville, Hon. Ronald 


Groves, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord G.(Mid 
Hamilton, Marq. of( L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 
Harcourt, Kt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Hatch, E:nest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, James (Staffords, N. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

He me, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Horner, Frecerick William 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon, James (Lancs., Bury) 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 


| Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
| Lawson, John Grant 
| Lee, ArthurH. (Hants, Fareham 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leigh- -Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fredck. N.S. 
Long, Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) 
Lonsda e, John Brownlee 


| Lowe, Francis William 


Lowther, Rt. Hon. James (Kent 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttleton, Hon Alfred 
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Macartney, Rt. Hon. W. G. E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M’Calmont,Col. H. L. B. (Cambs 
M’Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfries-sh 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John Wm. 
Mevsey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, John T 
M'ldmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, William 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D J. (Walthamstow) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. A. (Deptford 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
O'Neill. Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Peel, Hn.Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Perey, Earl 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, Wm. (Rbondda) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Blake, Ei ward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Burt, Thomas 

Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton | 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, Juhn William 
Cullinan, « 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Farrell, James Patrick | 
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Randles, Jebn S. 
Rankin, Sir James 


Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson | 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 


Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge) 
idley,S. Forde (Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 


Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. Ed.J. 
Scott. Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shaw-Stewart,M H. (Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Smith,H.C (N’th’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. H.C. R.( Northants 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) | 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stewart,Sir Mark J. M ‘Taggart 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
| Gilhooly, James 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hammond, Jobn 
Hayden, John Patrick 
| Hobhouse, C.E.H. (Bristol, E. 
| Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


| Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jordan, Jeremiah 


Kennedy, Patrick James 

x , Sir John Geo. Smyth 

| Lambert, George 

| Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd.George, David 


MacDonnell, Dr. } 


M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
| M‘Kenna, Reginald 
| M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
| Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
| Mooney. John J. 
Murnaghan, George 
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| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 


Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E.H. (Shef’ld 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Welby, Lt.-Cl. A.C. E. (Taunton 


| Welby,Sir CharlesG. E. (Notts. 


White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, A Stanley (York. E.R. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T. (H’dersf’d. 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—- 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr Anstruther. 


Murphy, John 


| Nannetti, Joseph P. 


Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Jeseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Captain Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Ccrk) 
O’Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpoo}) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara. James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Pickard, Benjamin 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 


Reddy, M. 


| Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 


Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Schwann, Charles E. 


| Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 


Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


| Strachey, Sir Edward 
| Sullivan, Donal 
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Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan | Yoxall, James 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) | 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (SUPPLY). 
(6.25.) Motion made and Question pro- 
posed ** That the provisions of Standing 
Order 56 be extended to Tuesday and 
Friday.” —( Mr. 4. J. Balfour.) 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES pointed out 
to the First Lord of the Treasury 
that this Resolution, if passed as it 
stood, would become a_ Sessional 
Order. He thought that was hardly 
what the right hon. Gentleman desired. 
He imagined that what the First Lord 
wanted was the opportunity of putting 
down Supply on Friday until the new 
rules he proposed were passed and 
enabled him to take Supply on Thursday. 
He understood that the right hon. 
Gentleman did not intend to make it 
a Sessional Order. Inconvenience would 
arise from passing the Resolution in its 
present form and making it aSessional 
Order, because the new rules would 
come into operation, and it would be 
necessary to bring in another Resolution 
to rescind the Sessional Order, and 
consequently the right hon. Gentleman 
would, as it were, have an inconvenient 
obstacle in the way to get rid of, before 
bringing the new rules into force. He 
(Mr. Bowles) suggested the insertion of 
words limiting the Resolution to the time 
during which the rule would be in 
operation. He proposed after the word 
‘that ’”’ to introduce the words “until 
the House shall otherwise order.” 


° 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I accept that. 


Amendment made, by inserting after 
the word “ That,” the words “until the 
House otherwise order.” 


Main Question, as amended, again 
proposed. 
(6.28.) Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy 


Burghs) asked the First Lord of the 
Treasury the exact meaning he attached 
to the words.. He understood the right 
hon. Gentleman only wished the proposal 
to apply until the procedure rules had 
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TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—. 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan 


| 
Henry | 
| 
| been disposed of. If the right hon. 
Gentleman intended it to apply to the 
whole of the session, he submitted that 


‘the hon. Member for King’s Lynn had 


got nothing at all by the acceptance of 
his Amendment. The House would 
never order unless the right hon. 
Gentleman ordered the House, so that 
by accepting the Amendment he was 
giving nothing away at all. He 
proposed that the words proposed by 
the hon. Member for King’s Lynn should 
be left out, and that the following words 
should be added at the end of the resolu- 
tion ‘until the consideration of the new 
procedure rules have been completed.” 
The House ought not to give away some 
thing to-night which mighi affect the dis- 
cussions of the new procedure rules. He 
suggested that the right hon. gentleman 
ought not to determine this question tor 
the whole of the session, or to take the 
Motion in regard to Standing Order 56 
until the new rules of procedure were 
complete. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E): There is one 
question I would like to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman. Would his proposal as 
now moved enable him to put down Supply 
for Tuesday next ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I confess that I 
thought I had given a distinct understand- 
ing that I do not propose to take Supply on 
Tuesday next. The case stands thus. I 
did not mention in that very long speech I 
made just now, but I do propose—as hon. 
Members will see if they have the proposed 
newStanding Ordersandlookat thelast but 
one on page 8—I propose to make the rule 
general as regards Supply, and that, I 
think, will be in accordance with general 
convenience. In any case I do not think 
that the suggestion of the hon. Member is 
really very practical. What I mean todo 
isthis. There is a whole group of rules 
dealing with the arrangement of business ; 
but these are so connected and interlaced 
that none of them should, I think, come 
fnto operation until the whole of them 
have beendealt with. But directly they 


are passed they should at once come into 
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operation, and Members should have their 
fullright over Tuesdays and Wednesdays, 
and the Supply rule would come into 
operation for Thursday. Therefore, I 
think the hon. Member will be delaying 
too long if he waits until we have disposed 
of allthe rules. If we pass this block of 
rules, a resolution would give assent to 
this block and terminate a temporary 
arrangement. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Ordered, That until the House other- 
wise order, the provisions of Standing 
Order 56 be extended to Tuesday and 
Friday. 


LONDON WATER SUPPLY. 

(6.30.) THe PRESIDENT oF THE 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. 
Waiter Lone, Bristol, §.): I beg to 
ask leave to introduce a— 

‘Bill for establishing a Water Board to 
manage the supply of water within London and 
certain adjoining Districts; for transferring 
to the Water Board the undertakings of the 
Metropolit.n Water Companies; and for other 
purposes connected therewith.” 

I am conscious that I have undertaken 
a task of considerable difficulty, one which 
has been essayed by others before me 
obviously without success, or it would 
not fall to the present Government to 
propose legislation on the subject. But 
lam hopeful that we will be able to deal 
successfully with the question, not merely 
because [ am confident of the justice of 
the proposals I am about to make, but 
also because I believe that, generally 
speaking, among all those concerned with 
the question, whether in the interests 
of London consumers and ratepayers or 
those interested in water companies, or 


time has come when the question ought 
to be final y settled. There is a general 
and widespread desire that some reason- 
able scheme should be produced which 
will remove this question of the ad- 
ministration of the London water supply 
from the region of political controversy, 

I will not trouble the House with an 
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indeed of any who take an interest in) 
it from any point of view, there is a) 
general consensus of opinion that the) 
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the duty of the sanitary authority of 
that district, as a rule the work is done 
by the municipal authority; but when 
the London County Council was estab- 
lished in 1888 they were not empowered 
as the water authority for the metro- 
polis. They were created a County 
Council very similar to other adminis- 
trative bodies in the counties of England 
and Wales, and in their case, as in 
others, it was not thought necessary to 
entrust them with the administration 
of the powers of water supply. But 
following on an investigation by a 
Committee of this House, the neces- 
sary powers were conferred upon the 
London County Council to enable them 
to apply for legislation which would 
make them the water authority. With- 
out wishing to raise any controversy 
between the London County Council 
and the Government, or any other local 
authority, I will at onee say that, in 
the proposals I have to make on bee 
half of the Government, there ’s no 
feeling of hostility to the London 
County Council. At the same time I 
feel bound to say that, if the Council 
felt aggrieved because they had not by 
this time become the water authority, 
they must blame themselves rather 
than the Government or Parliament. 
If they had made a better use 
of the opportunities which they hold, 
I believe they might have before now 
been the water authority. They de- 
cided—rightly or wrongly I will not 
say—to deal with this question in a way 

‘which certainly did not secure the 
confidence of the community or of 
the House and they were unable 
to pass the ,legislation they applied for. 
Their last application to Parliament 
failed last year; and on that occasion I, 
speaking on behalf of the Government, 
said it would be impossible to continue 

session after session rejecting these 

| proposals, and that it would be necessary 

'to make proposals fairly as between the 

‘interests concerned ; and now I propose 

| to redeem the pledge then given. 

| We have had the advantage of a very 

'exhaustive and able inquiry into this 


question by a Royal Commission, and, 





historical retrospect, but I feel bound | whatever may be the opinion upon the 
briefly to state why legislation on the. conclusions they arrived at, it will be 
subject is proposed. When the provi- | allowed that the Commissioners were 
sion of a water supply in a district is | extremely able men, who gave most 
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laborious and anxious attention to their 
inquiry, and that their Report is well 
worthy of the close consideration of 
any one who wants to know what the 
history of the facts of the case are, and 
that it is also a very useful guide for 
any one proposing to legislate upon it. 
The area comprised within what is called 
“Water London” is very large. The 
area of the county of London is 117 


square miles, with a population of 
4,536,000, and a _ rateable value of 
£39,769,000. The outside area is 449 


square miles, the population 1,362,000, 
and the rateable value £7,303,000. The 
total area is 566 square miles, the popu- 
lation 5,398,000, and the rateable value 
£47,720,000. These figures show that the 
area which will be affected by the legisla- 
tion is a very large one; the population 
is very great, and the rateable value enor- 
mous. Andin the Report of the Commis- 
sion presided over by Lord Balfour it was 


clearly pointed out that, as the popula- | 


tion of ‘‘ Water London” grew, it will be 
in the outside areas that the great in- 
crease will take place. As a matter of 
fact, already there is a tendency on the 
part of the population of London to 
spread outwards, and it is in the outer 
part of this great district that the future 
increase in the population will probably 
take place. Therefore it cannot be 
wondered at that when the proposals of 
the London County Council were to put 
the control of the water supply entirely 
into the hands of the Council, aided only 
by some co-opted members acting on the 
committee, they failed to secure the 
support of London in this House, and 
that they also failed to command the 
sympathy and secure the support of the 
representatives of the outside areas, who 
felt that altogether insufficient import- 
ance was being attached to their position, 
to their numbers, and to their require- 
ments. Therefore, upon the authority 
of the Royal Commission, upon the 
authority of the Committee of which the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for | 
West Monmouth was a distinguished 
mem’ er—indeed, upon all recommenda- 
tions that had been made in reference 
to this subject—it is, I think, 
quite clear that any body which 
is to administer the water supply 
of ‘‘Water London” must be repre- | 
sentative of the whole area con-| 


Mr. Walter Long. 
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‘cerned. It has been suggested that that 

body would be found in the London 
County Council; but I submit that while 
the London County Council represents 
inner London, it did not represent, and 
could not be held to represent, that 
large outer London which is so vitally 
concerned in the proper and wise settle- 
ment of this question. It is, therefore 
clear that we must find a new body who 
will represent the whole area; and sug- 
gestions have been made in some quarters 
that unless the body which was to do 
this work is elected for the purpose the 
proposal will not be satisfactory. 

I think hon. Gentlemen and people out- 
side this House who take an interest in 
Local Government, and particularly in 
Local Government in London, will 
do well to study the _ statistics 
dealing with elections in London 
for various local proposes. Hon. 
Gentlemen very often express a dosire 
that more interest should be taken in 
Local Government, and they express 
profound regret that so few are ready to 
take part either as electors or elected in 
the Local Government of their own area. 
These are “ pious opinions ” but they have 
a bad effect, and they do not bring about 
the results which those who indulge in 
them desire. It is interesting to find 
that, while in the Parliamentary elections 
in London in 1900 the percentage of 
electors who voted was 65, in the muni- 
cipal boroughs it was 45, in the London 
County Council it fell to 40, while, in 
regard to the London School Board, in 
some districts it was 17, 22, and 14. 
That does not look at if it is probable 
that-if we were to create a new area 
altogether, with a separate constituency 
and with a separate election, our pro- 
posal would be any more warmly 
welcomed by London, or that they 
would get any greater interest 
taken in the new elections than is 
taken in those which have to be held 
already. I believe it is only by limiting 
the number of elections, and by securing 
that the duties shall be concentrated 
inthe hands of two or three bodies, and 
that their work should therefore be of a 
responsible character, that they will 
give that real life to Local Government 
in London and elsewhere which we all 
desire to see it possess, and without 
which it could not be as attractive to 
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the general community as we should 
like to see it. [ have said that the 
Government undertook this task be- 
cause they felt last year, and feel 
now, that it is impossible to allow a 
controversy of this kind to continue, and 
as the loeal bodies of London have failed 
to find a settlement, it has become the 
duty of the Government to deal with the 
question. : 

I will endeavour, Sir, to explain, as 
briey but as cleirly as I can, what is 
the system which His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment propose to substitute for the 
existing control of the London water 
supply. Clearly, some new authority 
must be found; and there are certain 
principles upon which the Government 
feel the creation of this new authority 
must rest. In the first place, it must 
represent the whole area covered by 
“Water London.” It must rest, ori- 
ginally. upon the principle of popular 
election ; and, clearly, as inner London 
has the larger population and rateable 
value, there must be a _ considerable 
majority representing inner London on 
the new body, though, at the same time, 
there must be a fair representation given 
to the outside areas whose interests are 
also very great. The Government plan 
has been to take the sanitary authorities 
of ** Water London” and make it their 
duty to select representatives, who will 
form the Water Board in future for 
London. Thesanitary authorities which 
we selected are the metropolitan 
boroughsand the City, the urban sanitary 
districts of the outside areas, the London 
County Council, and the county councils 
of the adjoining metropolitan counties. 
Those are the areas which the existing 
eight companies were authorised by their 
powers to supply. There are 28 metro- 
politan boroughs. Basing the representa- 
tion as nearly as we can upon population 
and rateable value, there are six of the 


metropolitan boroughs—Islington, Ken- | | 
‘circumstances of the area concerned, 


sington, Lambeth, St. Paneras, Stepney, 
and Westminster—each of which will have 
two members on the new body. The 
London County Council will have ten; 
the Common Council of the city two, 
the councils of all the other metropolitan 
boroughs one each, the council of the 


borough of West Ham two, the councils | 


of East Ham, Leyton, and Walthamstow 
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Middlesex, Surrey, Hertfordshire, and 
the Conservancies of the Thames and the 
Lee, one each. The outside urban dis- 
tricts will be grouped, and each group 
will be represented by one member of the. 
Water Board. There will be a_ total 
membership of 67, with, in addition, 
the chairman and deputy-chairman, who 
can be elected from outside the body 
and paid. These figures give to London, 
as represented by the metropolitan 
boroughs, the City, and the County 
Council, a majority of two-thirds of the 
representation on the new body. The 
qualification for a member of the board 
is that he must be a member of the council 
of the borough which appoints him and, in 
the case of a group of urban districts, a 
member of one of the district councils 
composing the group. ‘The board will 
be elected for three years, the whole of 
the members retiring at the end of that 
period. But the first board appointed 
under the Bill will be elected for four 
years so as to give an extra year for 
the work which will have to be done in 
getting possession of the undertakings, 
in making a start, and in commencing 
the work of administration and supply. 
It will be the duty of the metropolitan 
councils and other local bodies to appoint 
members of their bodies as their repre- 
sentatives upon the Water Board, but 
there would be no election in the 
ordinary sense. It would be the 
duty of the metropolitan councils and 
other local bodies to appoint members 
of their bodies as their representatives 
upon the Water Board, but there will 
be no election in the ordinary sense. 
The Chairman and Vice-Chairman will 
be elected to the Water Board itself, 
and can be elected from outside their 
own body. Power is taken to the 
Local Government Board to vary the 


‘constitution of the Water Board as 
|time goes on, if, owing to alterations 


either in population or any of the 


it is necessary that the numbers should 
be altered; and this cannot be done 
by the Local Government Board 
through provisional order. That, I 
think, will be seen is a wise and 
necessary provision, as obviously the 
great part of the area may alter 
materially in coming years, and it will 


one each, the county councils of Kent, seem to be very desirable that there 
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should be power for the Local Govern- | 


ment Board to make such alterations 
as are necessary from time to time. 
Then it is made the duty of this Water 
Board to purchase the London water 
companies, within an appointed time, 
by agreement, or failing agreement by 
arbitration; and to them on _ the 
appointed day will be transferred all 
the powers, duties, obligations, liabilities, 
and works of the existing companies 
that does not apply to where there is a 
large amount of real estate held by a 
company apart from their water supply. 
Where there are other estates apart from 
the water supply, the board will only be 
charged with the duty to take over that 
portion of the property of the company, 
which was their source of water supply 
and means of distribution. The Water 
Board will not only be charged with the 
duty of taking over all existing obligations 
and liabilities of the Company, but will, 
of course, be given power to promote 
legislation and power to appoint Commit- 
tees to whom they can delegate any of 
the necessary work that has to be done 
in different parts of the Metropolis. The 
appointed day fixed in the Bill is January 
1, 1903, but power is taken by the Local 
Government Board to extend that 
appointed day for a period not exceeding 
one year where it is found necessary and 
desirable in the interests of both parties 
that this should be done. The Bill pro- 
vides that, if the settlement as between 
the companies and the Water Board is 


still continuing when the appointed day | 


arrives, dividends shall be paid to the 
shareholders of the existing water com- 
panies until the purchase shall have been 
concluded. It makes provision for the 
costs of the water companies in the 
prosecution of their case, as before the 
arbitrators, for instance, to be advanced 
to them by the Water Board; and it 
preserves and gives to the water com- 
panies right of access to their works, 
offices, books, and anything else they 
may require in the event of the negotiations 
between themselves and the Water Board, 
not being entirely completed when the 
appointed day has arrived. 

The purchase being by agreement, 
or failing agreement by arbitration, it 
becomes necessary to consider whether, | 
in the case of arbitration, that arbitra- | 
tion should be in the ordinary form, or | 
Mr. Walter Long, ! 
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whether this is not a case where the 
suggestions of the Royal Commission 
should be followed, anda special tribunal 
set up for the purpose. The Royal 
Commission contemplated that this would 
be so large an affair, and one that could 
hardly be guided by precedent, that 
some special tribunal would in all pro- 
bability be established by Parliament, 
and that is the view which the Govern- 
ment adopts. We propose to establish 
a special Court of arbitration composed 
of three gentlemen; and I am happy to 
say that, whatever may be thought of 
some of our proposals, | am sure the 
House will agree as to the complete 
qualification of the three gentlemen 
whose services we have definitely secured. 
They are the Right Hon. Sir Edward 
Fry, late a Lord Justice of Appeal Sir 
Hugh Owen, late Permanent Secretary 
to the Local Government Board; and 
Sir John Wolfe-Barry, K.C.B., a very 
distinguished and well known engineer. 
I think the House will agree that we 
have been extremely fortunate in secur- 
ing the services of these three gentlemen 
for work of such a very important 
character. The arbitration clause is an 
open clause giving full powers to the 
arbitrators; but we have adopted 
the recommendation of the Royal 
Commission, who expressly stated that 
in this case the usual practice of 
arbitrators of allowing 10 per cent. 
for compulsory purchase ought not to 
be permitted, and that, while the com- 
panies should be bought out upon a 
fair and just basis, a special allowance 
of 10 per cent. ought not to be made. 
Therefore, in the arbitration clause, ap- 
pointing the Court of Arbitration this 
10 per cent. is expressly prohibited. 
Further, there are words inserted in the 
clause that in arriving at the price of 
the undertaking the price is not to be 
enhanced or depreciated by the conse- 
quences of the introduction of a Bill in 
that House. It was felt that, whatever 
might be the effect on the property of 
the introduction of the Bill, it would 
be unfair to the companies themselves 
to depreciate their price if the effect was 
a bad one, and, on the other hand, that 
it would be unfair to the new authority 
—that was to say the people of London 
—if by the introductivn of the Bill the 
price was driven upto enhance the price 
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they would have to pay. Further, the 
expenses of the companies incurred by 
arbitration are provided for in this clause, 


subject, however, to the discetion of the | 


arbitrators as to the reasonable and proper 
character of the expenditure. The de- 
cision of the Court of Arbitration will be 
final, in regard to all matters of fact while 
an appeal willlie to the Court of Appeal in 
regard to questions of law. I say the 
Court of Appeal because, Sir Edward Fry 
having himself been quite lately a distin- 
guished Member of the Court of Appeal, it 
was felt to be fair and right that should 
there be any necessity for appeal from a 
tribunal of this kind the appeal should 
lie, in the first place, direct to the Court 
of Appeal, and should not go to the 
Court below. This will facilitate matters 
besides somewhat reducing the expense. 
The arbitrators are given full powers to 
hold such inquiries as they may think 
necessary themselves, or by a sub-com- 
mission, to arrive at what they believe 
to be the true value of the undertakings, 
and to fix the price, and they are given 
full power also with regard to any ex- 
pense incurred in connection with the 
transfer. To the Water Board will be 
transferred the powers and the liabilities 
of the existing Companies, but I ought 
to say, that in one respect there will be 
a change. In regard to borrowing, the 
existing powers of the companies are re- 
peated, and the Water Board will be given 
borrowing powers in the ordinary way, 
such asare conferred on loca authorities. 
The Water Board will represent, control 
and administer the whole area which is 
now governed by eight different com- 
panies. The Water Board issue stock 
at 3 per cent. per annum, which will 
be their water stock. If the income 
of the year was not sufficient for the 
expenditure of the year they are given 
the power to rate. If the water income 
of the year is not sufficient for the ex- 
penditure of the years in the case of 
inner London they will issue their pre- 
cept to the metropolitan boroughs, and 
in the case of outside districts to the 
overseers in the ordinary way for the 


revenue which they may require, and 


which will have to be provided by the 
rates. I ought perhaps to say that in 


regard to outside areas there may be. 
some little difficulty in respect of the 
incidence oi rating, because they are 
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not all of them supplied over the whole 


'of their area by the water companies 


to be purchased, and the suggestion is 
that they should pay not upon their 
whole rateable value, but upon the rate- 
able value of that portion of the area 
which was supplied by the water com- 
pany, and that, while that should be the 
basis upon which they would be charged, 
the sum will be levied over the whole 
area. 

I now come to what is, perhaps, 
in one sense, the most important part of 
the Water Board’s duties—the way in 
which they will pay the companies whose 
properties they will take over. From 
the recommendations of the Royal Com- 
mission it does not appear to be quite 
clear what they had in their minds. 
They suggested that in the event of the 
water company’s being paid by some- 
body appointed in this way they might 
be paid in water stock or in cash, and 
that if they were paid in cash it would 
be necessary to makean allowance in 
respect of any loss which the share- 
holder might incur in their investments 
owing to the period of time which would 
elapse between their investment and the 
time when the next investment would 
begin to bear fruit. The Government 
feel in this matter that there is no pre- 
cedent to which they can refer with any 
confidence as to what ought to be done. 
In all other cases the difficulties have 
been so much less _ serious than they are 
in this case that no precedent drawn 
from municipal history in the rest of 
the country seems to help. We have 
therefore had to consider what would 
be the general effect of the issue of 
a very large amount of water stock 
in order that the companies may 
be paid out in cash. We have had to 
consider whether it would not be desir 
able to adopt the suggestion made in 
more than one quarter to authorise and 
enable the Water Board to pay the com- 
panies in water stock at a rate of interest 
of 3 per cent. ; and, believing as we do, 
that we have given a tribunal in the 
form of an Arbitration Court, which is 
competent and must be satisfactory, 
and believing, also, that the water com- 


| panies are offering good and sound pro- 


perties, we do not think there is any 


hardship or injustice done in making it 
| the duty of the Water Board to purchase 
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the companies at a fair price, which 
would be decided by the Court of Arbi- 
tration, and to pay for them in the 
water stock of London. That certainly 
can not be a worse security than any- 
thing the shareholders hold now, for it 
will have behind it the property of the 
eight companies, and, in addition, of 
course, the rates of Water London. That 
is a proposal which we feel can be made 
with justice to the companies, and in the 
interests of London as a whole. If a 
loss is in any way incurred by the new 
board it is upon London and the rate- 
payers of London that the burden 
will fall, and while it is certain that 
nothing less than justice should be 
done to the water companies at the 
same time regard must be paid to the 
ratepayers of London who pay, and any 
loss that may be made, or for any mistakes 
that may be made. Therefore, it seems 
reasonable that the water companies 
shall be paid in water stock. In regard 
to the sinking fund, the Royal Commis- 
sion recommended that at all events a 
longer period than usual should be given 
before the Water Board began to create 
a sinking fund. We have adopted that 
suggestion, and for all the money bor- 
rowed either for purchase or for redemp- 
tion of stock we give the ordinary period 
of 60 years, but postpone the commence- 
ment of the fund for 20 years. In other 
words, we give'a period of 80 years. 
Where the sinking fund is required for 
any other purposes it will come undor 
the ordinary time of 60 years. 

I do not think I need say anything 
except in regard to the rural districts. 
There is a large part of London which is 
purely rural. The Government scheme 
has left that part of Water London very 
much asit is now, the only difference being 
that these districts can require to be sup- 
plied in bulk, and they will then have to 
distribute themselves, ceasing to be that 
part of London supplied by the Water 
Board. If they do not so supply them- 
selves they will go on as they are now, and 
no change will be made. Then, a special 
provision will be made in regard to places 
like Croydon. There is also a provision 
in the Bill which I hope will meet the 
case of such places as Finchley and others, 
which have a water supply of their own, a 
supply which, not being quite sufficient for 
the purpose, is augmented by supplies 
Mr. Walter Long. 


{COMMONS } 





1392 


given by existing companies. Provisions 
are also inserted with regard to the ser- 
vants of the existing companies, with 
regard to the dissolution of the companies 
after the purchases are complete, with 
regard to the regulations {which are to be 
issued by the Local Government Board in 
reference to the issue of stock, and, further, 
with regard to the distribution of the 
moneys which these companies will receive 
for their property as between their share- 
holders. In regard to this, a schedule is 
put in the Bill which will be filled in after 
the companies have made their own pro- 
posals, and the money will be distributed 
by the companies to the shareholders on a 
plan arranged by themselves. 

I can assure the House that, whether 
they like the Bill or not, it is an 
honest attempt to deal with a very 
difficult question. Hon. Gentlemen 
who have only approached it from the 
critic’s point of view can not realise in the 
smallest degree how great and numerous 
are the ditticulties connected with the Lon- 
don Water Companies. ‘The Government 
has been animated by no feeling of hostility 
to the London County Council or any other 
local body ; we have striven honestly to 
find a practical solution of this long-vexed 
question. I hope and believe the Bill will 
receive fair consideration from the House, 
and Iam confident that if passed into iaw 
it will be found to be a satisfactory solution 
of this great problem. 


Water Supply. 


(7.25.) Sr = H. CAMPBELL- 
BANNERMAN (Stirling Burghs): The 
right hon. Gentleman did not use 
language of exaggeration when he spoke 
of the great complexity as well as the 
great importance of this question; 
but he has laid his proposals before the 
House with the most admirable clear- 
ness—perhaps I may say, with his 
invariable clearness. In one respect it 
seems to me that those who have 
hitherto taken an interest in this large 
question will recognise the important 
concessions made by the Government as 
compared with the proposals or 
sketches with which we have been 
favoured on previous occasions. For 
instance, with regard to the valuation 
of the property of the Water Companies, 
although without examination of the 
actual terms it would be difficult and 
dangerous to commit one’s self to any 
positive opinion, but we recognise that 
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the general scope and idea of the pro-| It is because they were elected on purpose 
posals of the Government are a very | to deal with this matter, and the electors, 
distinct advance on what has sometimes | who are certainly the best judges, show 


been conjectured. The right 
Gentleman has been fortunate—as he 
said himself—to secure the services of 
three so eminent persons as those whom 
he named, and, if the terms of reference 
are suitable and safe, I think he has 
suggested a satisfactory method of 


dealing with the very important side of | 
Of the whole question, | 


the subject. 
that was one of the most thorny points. 

The other, I venture to say, was the 
question of the constitution of the 
Board, and here, I am afraid, I must 
part company with the right hon. 
Gentleman. The proposed constitution 
of the Board appears to me to be a 
most extraordinary one. Supposing 
we were engaged in forming a water 
authority for some great municipal 
town: Where should we go for it? 
Where is the mystery or difficulty 
about it? We should go to the 
municipality to which the water was 
to be supplied. For many years London 


was destitute of any proper Municipal | 


Government. The right hon. Gentleman 
and his friends conferred upon it a 
Municipal Government, and, although, 
at first the body was exposed to strong 
animadversions and met with a good 
deal of opposition, it has lived down 
the calumnies to which it was subjected. 
The right hon. Gentleman himself now, 


if he goes to a public dinner at which the | other purpose altogether, the County 


body is in any degree represented, will | 


make the most effusive speeches in 
praise of the extraordinary ability and 
success with which the London County 


when it comes to a question of actual 
work, giving them a 


hon. | 


their confidence in them by continually 
increasing the majority, which was 
given to the more active party in that 
body. And because, forsooth, those in 
this House, who represent London, and 
were elected for other purposes alto- 
gether, are opposed to the London 
County Council, the right hon. Gentle- 
man thinks that is a sufficient reason 
for passing by this great and active 
useful body, and trying to scramble 
together some kind of heterogeneous 


board. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The right hon. 
Gentleman is mistaken, for I did not give 
that as the reason for the action of the 
Government. I stated it as a fact that 
whether the London County Council 
had been wise or unwise, they had 
failed to deal with this question, and 
as it had not been dealt with by any 
other body, we were compelled to act. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
But whose support did the County 
Council obtain? They obtained the 
support of the population of London, 
and a better testimony could not be 
given to the efficiency of a public body. 
But because London was unfortunate 
enough to be represented by hon. 
Gentlemen sent to this House for some 


Council are to be passed over ‘in this 
way. It is net reasonable, and it is 
not common sense. I believe the right 


dl | hon. Gentleman has tried to dazzle us 
et | 


with figures and other matters in- 


actual volved in this huge area, such as the 
responsiblity, | 


then His Majesty’s Government and | 7 may be different in this case, in 


valuation, the population, and so forth. 


hon. Gentlemen opposite appear to for-| degree and extent, from the case which 
get all the nice things they say in after-| occurs in every other municipal borough 
dinners speeches, and show themselves | ;, the kingdom, but it is only in degree 


to be distrustful—almost contemptuous 
ofthe very body they themselves created. 

The right hon. Gentleman said the 
County Council had been meddling with 
this matter, had had various schemes on 
hand for dealing with the water supply, 
but had always failed to gain the support 
of the London people in this House. 
Yes, but they have had the support of 
the London people out of this House. 





and extent, and even other munici- 
palities have often to go beyond their 
own limits for a water supply, and there 
is no difficulty in the matter. But here, 
forsooth, we are to have all these elaborate 
arrangements to constitute an authority 
something like the old Metropolitan Board 
of Works, consisting of men appointed by 
bodies elected for another purpose, and 
having no knowledge of the matter with 
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which they have to deal. What have | 
the new municipal boroughs in the 
Metropolis to do with water, what do. 
they know about water, as compared 
with the County Council, which is in 
a position to deal with the wants of London 
on a large scale? It is not arguable, 
and the only object which there could 
have been was,to flout the County Council, 
and I cannot see what else can have 
been their intention. The right hon. 
Gentleman has made some of those 
somewhat reactionary observations to 
which the House is not unaccustomed 
from that Bench regarding representative 
institutions. He has said that the bodies 
in London and that part of England which 
depends upon popular election, attract 
very little interest in the community. 
Sometimes one gains a little by presenting 
a negative. But if the right hon. Gen- 
tleman does not like this system, what 
would he suggest? Would he suggest 
nomination 4 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, certainly 
not. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


Your must therefore have election. 
Mr. WALTER LONG : Certainly. 


Sir H. CAMPBEILL-BANNERMAN : 
I am in favour of direct election with the 
fullest powers, and not this sort of 
secondary election by the appointment of 
one or two members of a number of public 
bodies to work together for by such a 
system the responsibility is frittered 
away in a scrambled authority which is 


certain, unless our experience is to go for | 
nothing, to end in mismanagement and | 


extravagant expenditure. We have 
already to hand a body which is showing 
more and more every day how efficiently 
it cando its work. But instead of making | 
use of it, the Government take only ten of | 
its representatives and gather together | 
from the byways and hedges—{ Ministerial | 
cries of “Oh”]—I do not mean any | 
slur, but the Government gather together | 
persons originally elected for disjointed | 
purposes, and I do not think this is “ 
course likely to result in an efficient and 
economical administrative body. Thatis 
the principal objection I conceive to the 
hon. Gentleman's proposal, and though 
this is not time to develop it, I think 


Str H. Campbell-Bannerman, 
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the right hon. Gentleman will find that 
it will be developed when the Bill 
reaches later stages. I hope the right 
hon. Gentleman will be able to modify 
his scheme materially in this respect or 
to give some better reason for this 
feature of it than he has done hitherto. 


Water Supply. 


(7.36.) Mr. BOULNOIS (Maryle- 
bone, E.): If those of us who represent 
the enormous interests dealt with in the 
proposed Bill do not now criticise the 
details, it must not be taken that we 
acquiesce in the Bill. It is impossible 
at this stage to go into the details 
which have been so lucidly and ably 
propounded to the House by my right 
hon. friend. The proposals, especially 
in reference to the exceptional treat- 
ment which it is proposed to mete 
out to the shareholders cf the water 
companies, both with regard to arbitra- 
tion and mode of payment will, of 
course, require very serious considera- 
tion. I can only say at this stage that 
we, who represent the water interests in 
this House—| Opposition cries of ‘‘ Hear, 
hear’’]—I am not at all ashamed to say 
that, because I stand up here as the 
representative of an interest which is 
extremely large, and which will require 
| protection, not only in this House but 
outside, when we come to deal with the 
way in which they shall receive their 
proper aues. I hope at this stage and 
at all times, when this matter is under 
consideration, it will not be thought 


|that I am in any way personally in- 
| terested in the matter, and I am only look- 


ing after those who cannot look after 
themselves. As far as we are concerned, 
we shall give the most careful investi- 
gation into the Bill in all its details, 
into which we shall be prepared to go 


at the proper time. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): This 
is not the time or opportunity to make 
any lengthened observations upon a Bill 
such as that which has just been intro- 
duced by the right hon. Gentleman, and 
Ishall confine what I have to say to that 
portion of the Bill which takes away 
from the chief sanitary authority of 
London, as the London County Council 
undoubtedly is, a duty and function which 
ought to be conferred upon it, and 
which is similarly conferred upon every 
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sanitary authority throughout Great 
Britain and Ireland. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that the Government 
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the strict letter of the Lands Clauses Act, 
as he does, that in itself is a justification 


‘for all the sums of money spent by the 


had recognised the neeessity of the | Counciluponall the Billswhichthe London 


water supply of the community being | 
in the hands of the local authorities. | 
The County Council’ of the Metropolis | 


is recognised by the Borough Councils of 


the Metropolis as being the chief sani-| 


tary authority, therefore it cannot be 

the local sanitary authority in the 

Borough Council interpretation of the 

term, simply because the extraordinary 

size of London prevents the central body 
attending to the detailed duties of each 
of the districts now looked after by the 

Borough Councils. When the Sanitary 

authority is to have charge of the water 

supply, it does seem to me that the 
water supply ought to be in the hands 
of the metropolitan body, and not de- 
tached and handed over to irresponsible 
bodies known as the Borough Councils. 

The right hon. Gentleman said that the 

London County Council was not created 

for this particular purpose. That is not 

the fault of the London County Couneil, 
but it was the fault of the stepmother 
who brought it ino existence, and has 
rather been ashamed of its baby ever 
since. It is not our fault that the 
parentage of this baby has been claimed 
by both sides of the House. The right 
hon. Gentleman said he had no hostility 
to the London County Council. To that 

I have only to say— 

** Perhaps it was right to dissemble your love, 
But why did you kick me downstairs ?” 
That is the attitude which the right 

hon. Gentleman has adopted to-night. 

If i wanted an excuse for the attitude 

the London County Ceuncil has taken, 

we have it in the speech of the President 
of the Local Government Board, because 
he admits that thisis a difficult question, 

a question of great complexity, and one 

which will have to be permanently 

settled, not in the interests of the water 
companie’s shareholders, nor of the 
water company directors. I trust 
the rght hoa. Gentleman will bear 
in mind that the ratepayers will have to 
provide this enormous amount of money 
out of which the present shareholders 
will not get I hope a too extravagant 
compensation When we see that the 
right hon. Gentleman has himself been 


compelled to abandon both the spirit and. 


County Council have been compelled to 
introduce for. the benefit of the rate- 
payers of London. Iam surprised at the 
action of the right hon. Gentleman who, 
I think, ought to know better, and he 
really does know better, because he has 
a competent Department to advise him, 


'and he ought not to urge the largeness 


of the water area of London as a reason 
for exceptional treatment. Large as 
London is, and large as the amount of 
money is which is to be spent buying the 
companies out, it is not relatively larger 
than Glasgow, Bradford, Birmingham, 
Liverpool and other large areas where 
the council is the sanitary authority, and 
where they have relegated to them the 
control and administration of the large 
water supplies which they have in their 
hands. If the London area is exceptionally 
large so the price to be paid will be 
exceptionally large, and the largeness of 
its area is all the greater reason why it 
should be placed under the control of an 
efficient experienced and centralised“ body 
such as the London County Council, is 
with a Water Committee cf not more 
than 15 or 20 at the very outside. Such 
a body would manage the affairs of Water 
London better than this mob of 67 or 69 
men, gathered from all corners ot the 
earth, who know as much about London 
as I do about the Zimbabwee Temples 
north of Rhodesia. 

What is the reason that the right 
hon. Gentleman gave for this excep- 
tional treatment of London? It is not 
in accordance with the County Council’s 
attitude to the local bodies. I heard 
one member opposite, who certainly 
ought to have known better, state 
that he was under the impression that 
the Council ought not to look after 
the water supply because the Council 
did not go everywhere. But what does 
the Council do? The County Council 
is not only the sanitary authority exer- 
cising the duties pertaining to that 


department, but it goes to West Ham 


and does its drainage, and does it to the 
advantage of that place. It goes to 
Hornsey, Tottenham, Acton, Willesden, 
Penge, and several other places where 
the necessities of the drainage of London 
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have insisted on the carrying out 
of this important sanitary function, 


and it does this to the satisfaction of 
everybody on agreed terms, The Council 
does it better than the outside area 
could do it for themselves. My answer 
to those who object to the Council 
having control of the water is that if the 
Council is energetic and capable enough 
to keep down disease by doing this 
particular drainage work, if we are good 
enough to empty the slops, I see no 
reason why we should not drink pure 
water. I object to the County Council 
becoming the drudge of all those outside 
authorities with unremunerative work, 


while the remunerative work of the water | 


supply is given to another body, though 
it could be equally given to the Council 
in precisely the same way as Glasgow 
and Birmingham, who distribute the 
remunerative water, and who lower the 
rate of the outside community in pro- 
portion to the advantage which they 
themselves reap. I am surprised that 
the right hon, Gentleman should have 
ignored the Council to the extent he has. 
What is this new authority? Inner 
London, out of the 67 or 69 members, is 
to have 10 members. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, there are 
Borough Councils represented. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I know what is 
to happen to them. I am going to prove 
that that is not representation worthy 
of the name. I know what the Borough 
Council representation will be. It is not 
at all improbable that the water share- 
holders will see that the members of 
the Borough Council do not go to 
the water council but that the Alder- 
men are nominated or selected, thus 
making up 34, a very material factor 
in determining ‘the price and the in- 
fluence that must be brought to bear 
on this question between now and 
the appointment of the arbitrator 
The London County Council is to have 
10 of the 69 members, though the area ad- 
ministered by the Council contains about 
70 per cent of the population and has to 
provide 82 per cent of the cash. [Cries of 
“Oh.”|] Yes, the right hon. Gentleman 
may differ from me about a matter of 
opinion ; he has a perfect right to do so, 
but if he wants confirmation of facts Sir 


Mr. John Burns. 
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| Hugh Owen will uphold the statement I 
have imade. The County Council has 
70 per cent of the population, and is to 

provide from 80 to 82 per cent of the 
cash. I say it is imposing an insult and 

|a burden which a big city like London 
has no right to sustain, and it is because 
I have taken an active part in promoting 
the County Council Bills, and because I 

‘believe the County Council by its ex- 
| perience is the best qualified body for 
'this particular work that I resent on 
behalf of those ratepayers who sent me 
to Parliament and tothe County Council 
this slight that has been put on the 
Council by its exclusion. 


There is one satisfaction about this 
proposal. This body will not work. 
|It is irresponsible, and I believe it 
| will prove to be incompetent. It will rely 
| on the chairman and the deputy chairman 
| formuchadvice and guidance, and they, 
poor fellows, would probably break down 
in eighteen months or two years. This 
will bea more difficult problem for them 
to manage than they probably think 
‘when they are nominated from the 
Borough Councils. When they come to 
‘the London ratepayers in the last resort 
for thelarge sums of money for compensa- 
tion’ for the extraordinary expenditure 
of money which will be necessary to get 
a new water shed instead of the Thames, 
then this body will prove its incapacity to 
do the work, and Parliament at a later 
stage will come as it should have done at 
first to the London County Council, 
whose credit is good. Look how our 
£3,000,000 loan was snapped up this 
morning. [An Hon, Memser: ‘You 
gaveit away.”’| Gave it away! We get 
our money cheaper than the Government 
does for its war, and it is because we spend 
it on better objects. The experience of the 
County Council is better than that of 
those floating particles of persons who are 
nominated at the direction of the water 
shareholders. I am convinced that the 
proposed body is too large, that it is 
unwieldly and unpractical, that it will be 
extravagant, and that within two years it 
will break down. The right hon, Gentle- 
man will be compelled as a last resource 
perhaps to come to the County Council 
after all this money has been wasted or, at 
all events, badly spent, and we shall be 
asked to undertake a duty and respon- 
sibility which even then we would not 
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hesitate to undertake—a duty which we 
should not be asked to undertake when 


we are denied the opportunity in the 


beginning of the settlement of this 
question. I cannot understand the right 
hon. Gentleman or his Department. The 
Secretary for India, the Under Secretary 
for the Colonies, and above all the right 
hon. Gentleman the Home Secretary, of 
whose work I have always been an 
appreciative admirer, when they come in 
contact with the Council’s tvork have 
nothing but praise forit. Whenever they 
come to our banquets—which I am sorry 
to say I do not attend, for I object to 
sacrifice my digestion on the altar of 
friendship—they have nothing but praise 
for the administrative capacity and 
probity of the London County Council. 
If these be true statements which they 
give forth, as they really are, why should 
they deny to us the elementary duty of a 
sanitary authority, namely the right to 
manage our own water supply? It is 
because not once nor twice, nor for the 
twentieth time in the history of the 
Governments of this country, Govern- 
ments have been the pliant instruments 
of the water directors and shsreholders. 
They have too often neglected their 
collective responsibility to the ratepayers 
who will have to pay the twenty, thirty, 
or thirty-five millions of compensation. 
But if the Government have made 
up their minds to take their marching 
orders from the water directors and 
shareholders. I prefer to take mine 
from the ratepayers. It is because the 
County Council has proved itself constant 
to the London rate-payers and has been 
trusted up to the hilt by them that I 
object very strongly to that portion 
of the Bill which prevents the Council 
from being the water authority, and 
for purely political, and in some cases 
commercial reasons, denies to what is 
perhaps the best municipality in the 
world, the elementary duty of owning, 
purchasing, compensating and controling 
the water supply which it has been too 
long prevented from securing under its 
management. I have this word of advice 
for the right hon. Gentleman. When 
his Board breaks down, and when like a 
lame dog he wants to be helped over the 


stile, we shall forget and forgive him for | 


all his mistakes, and we shall be delighted 


to take over the responsibility and, 
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/ undertake the management of London’s 
| water supply in the interest of the rate- 
payers. 


(7.55.) Mr. HUDSON (Hertfordshire, 
Hitchin): As one of the representatives 
of the outside areas I should like to 
say a few words on this Bill. The 
right hon. Gentleman has not told us 
to what extent the areas outside of the 
London district are to be taken in, and 
that is a material point. I understand 
that part of the county of Essex and 
Kent are to be taken in. 

Mr. WALTER LONG: It has all 
been included. 

Mr. HUDSON: The whole county ? 

Mr. WALTER LONG:—No there are 
eight companies that have statutory 
powers for what is known as the water 
supply of London. I could not tell my 
hon. friend without a map in my hand, 
but they take in portions of each of 
these counties. 


Mr. HUDSON: I am very much 
obliged to the right hon. Gentleman. 
At the same time I understood that if 
the water is supplied in any part of the 
area, so included in the water district, 
then the rate would be levied by the 
County Council not on that district 
but on the whole county. If that were 
so it would be a very hard case for 
those who might be twenty miles away 
from the district. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: [ am sorry if I 
did not make the matter clear. What I 
intended to convey was exactly the 
reverse. What I said was that in certain 
of those urban districts outside London a 
portion only of the districts is supplied 
by the water companies at present, and 
that portion presumably will be supplied 
by the Water Board in the future. Then 
came the question how the contribution 
was to be made in those districts to the 
general fund, assuming that a general 
rate was levied. If levied over the whole 
area on the gross rateable value they 
would probably pay more than they 
received, but the principle we adopted 
was the general one of taking the here- 
ditaments supplied with water to see 
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what is the proportionate area of the 
whole area, and then we levy the charge 
proportionately on the urban districts, 
and not over the county. 


Mr. HUDSON: There is just one 
other point to which I wish to refer. 
The new Water Board will be able to 
sink any number of wells in the district, 
For four or five years discussions have 
taken place in the House, and we have 
opposed the London County Council 
Bills because they were anxious to 
sink fresh wells. They generally gave 
way towards the end when we opposed 
them upstairs. If this new board is able 
to do that, I am speaking honestly and 
truly when I say that we shall not have 
a single drop of water left in Kent. At 
the present moment there are rivers as 
dry as the floor of this House, and we 
cannot afford jyou one single drop of 
water. We think it extremely hard that 
people should take away our water into 
another area, when we want it our- 


selves. 


*(7.58.) Mr. LOUGH (Islington. W.): said 
theinteresting altercation which had taken 
place on the other side of the House. 
showed the difficuities into which the 
Government were stumbling in this 
matter. He wanted to give one or two 
objections to the proposed authority, 
the constitution of which had not been 
stated, though it ought not to be kept 
back from the House for a_ single 
moment. The right hon. Gentleman 
told them that it was the areas 
which the water companies were author- 
ised to supply that were to become the 
new water area. In reply to a question 
the right hon. Gentleman said that 
outside of London the water area 
was 449 square miles. There could 
not be any more deceptive figure offered 
to the House than that. He believed 
it they took the actual area of supply, 
and not the authorised area, they would 
not find outside the county of London, 
that it amounted to more than 70 or 80 
square miles. By way of illustration he 
mentioned that the New River Company 
had the right to supply the whole of the 
county of Hertford, but as a matter of 
fact it had only about twelve supplies 
in that county. Every single water 
authority ever constituted in any city 
Mr. Walter Long. 
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in the Kingdom, had had to grapple 
with these difficulties. The proportion 
of the outer to the inner water areas in 
Birmingham, Manchester and Bradford, 
was greater than in the London area, 
but on no pretext had the outer areas 
been able to obtain the right to be repre- 
sented on the local water authority. 
The right hon. Gentleman had been unjust 
to the London County Council, when he 
said that the London County Council had 
not succeeded in securing the confi- 
dence of the community in regard 
to this water question. There never 
was a representative body based on a 
democratic franchise, that had secured 
such commanding support as the London 
County Council, although they had never 
concealed their views in regard to 
water or any other matter which 
they took up. The Metropolitan Borough 
Councils performed no duties analo- 
gous to those relating to the water 
question. Their duties were confined to 
matters relating to their own locality, 
while all the central duties such as 
main sewers, tramways, open spaces, 
&e., were entrusted to the London 
County Council. The London County 
Council was a trained body, ready for 
such work. whereas the local boroughs 
had no experience of it. He maintained 
that the experience they had had 
of the futility and  costliness 
of the multiplicity of administrative 
bodies encroaching on one another's duties 
should have preserved the Government 
from repeating the mistake ; and the re- 
sult of the Government proposal would 
be that,there would be a practical restora- 
tion of the Metropolitan Board of Works. 
He admitted that there were one or two 
good points in the Bill; but if the right 
hon. Gentleman had carefully studied the 
attempts of the London County Council 
to deal with this matter, and had had re- 
gard to the history of the whole question, 
he would have assumed quite a different 
tone than he had done. The right hon. 
Gentleman had adopted the London 
County Council’s plan as to the price to be 
paid to the Water Companies for their 
undertakings, although that was the 
single ground on which the London 
County Council had been defeated in 
their measure in the past. The London 
County Council had been told that they 
wanted to rob the Water Companies 
when they asked that the question of 
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price should be referred to arbitration, 
but now the Government had adopted 
the scheme, and it was wrong for them 


to deprive the London County Council of | 


the fruits of victory. He wanted to 
know whether the Bill was to be referred 
to a Hybrid Committee, and what would 
be the course adopted with regard to the 
subsequent stages of the Bill. (8.10.) 


*(8.40.) Mr. HARRY SAMUEL 
(Tower Hamlets, Limehouse): As one who, 
ever since he became a Member of this 
House, has taken the deepest interest in 
the solution of the water question, and as 
the representative of a portion of the 
area which suffered more severely than 
any others from the want of sufficient water 
and various other things—some of which 
I am glad to say have been remedied, but 


others remain—I desire to take the 
earliest opportunity of thanking my 


right hon. friend for redeeming the pledge 
he gave last year that the present session 
should not be allowed to pass without an 
endeavour, at all events, on the part of 
His Majesty’s Government to settle once 
for all this vexed question. What has 
been the object of my right hon. friend 
in the efforts he has made? Firstly, I 
think he has tried to draw the mean be- 
tween the two sides, viz., those who pur- 
chase the Water Companies and the Water 
Companies who are to be purchased. He 
has endeavoured to deal absolutely im- 
partially with them, and I think, though 
it is ditticult to form an opinion on a Bill 
which has merely been expounded by the 
Minister in charge, we may say, without 
undue criticism, that he has dealt fairly 
as between the two opposing parties. 
The right hon. Gentleman is anxious to 
deal perfectly fairly with the Water Com- 
panies, to give them nothing to which 
they are not entitled, and to withhold 
nothing that is justly their due. On the 
other hand, he desires, and I think he 
has successfully carried out that desire, to 
form the best possible Board to manage 
the water supply of London, for both the 
inside and the outside areas of Water 
London. I have been somewhat astonished 
to find that almost the sole criticism from 
the benches opposite has been directed to 
one point, and that is as to who shall be 
the water authority. But, after all, we 
knew there would be considerable dis- 
content expressed, for the County Council 
have not got what they haveso much desired 
—the control of the London water supply. 
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It is curious to note that the hon. 
Member for Battersea, and those who 
think with him, entirely ignore, because 
they wish to ignore, the finding of the 
Royal Commission specially appointed to 
deal with this question. That Commission 
strongly urges that these eight water 
companies should be purchased, but that 
the London County Council should not 
be the water authority. It is strange 
that a Royal Commission should be ap- 
pointed fora special object, and then, that 
one side of the House—I will not say for 
what particular purpose, but the House 
will perfectly understand why—should 
choose to ignore one of its chief findings. 
We knew the line that would be taken 
by hon. Members opposite, but that does 
not alter the fact. You have to deal 
with the findings of the Royal Com- 
mission, and you cannot get away from 
them. His Majesty’s Government had 
naturally followed the finding of the 
Commission, and in keeping with that 
finding they have decided that the 
London Council Council should not be 
the purchasing authority. What author- 
ity do the Government propose to set 
up? They propose to have representa- 
tives from the London Borough Councils, 
the Corporation of the City of London, 
the London County Council, and the out- 
side areas. It has been said that the 
London County Council is the chief 
sanitary authority. If it is, though I 
do not allow the contention, it has 
been recognised as such by my right hon. 
friend, because it has five times as many 
representatives on the Board as any other 
authority. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the Opposition has stated 
that this Board is to be composed of the 
tag-rag and bob-tail. Who are to con- 
stitute the Board? Whence are the 
representatives to come? The “ tag-rag 
and bob-tail” are to come from the City 
Corporation, the 28 Metropolitian Cor- 
porations, and the outside areas. I[ 
sincerely trust the 28 Municipal Corpora- 
tions of London will recollect the term in 
which they have been referred to by the 
Leader of the Opposition. 

But let us consider for a moment who 
the members of these 28 Corporations are 
and how they are elected. First of all, 
they are infinitely more directly repre- 
sentatives of the people than are the 
members of any other body, either 
municipal or political. The members of 
the Corporation of London have absolute- 
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ly to be ratepayers in the districts in 
which they are candidates before they can 
be elected—nobody can say, for one 


moment, that the present London County | 
Council has been elected to be the water | 


authority. It has never been elected by 
the people of London for that purpose 
[“«Oh”.] 
of any kind on the question of who should 
be the water authority in London, nor 


has the question been brought before the | 


electors. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, | 


Rugby): Surely the hon. Member is 
aware that at the last two County Council 
Elections the water question was brought 
very prominently to the front in London. 


* Mr. HARRY SAMUEL: Iam perfect 
cognisant of the fact that the London water 
question was in a certain manner and for 
certain purposes brought before the 
electors, but the question has never been 
whether the London County Council 
should be the water authority. Then, 
how many electors voted at those elec- 
tions? Only 40 per cent. of the whole 
electorate. Surely you cannot take that 
as a test of the feeling of London. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT: And _ how 
many voted in the Borough Council Elec- 
tions ? 


*Mr. HARRY SAMUEL: Forty-five 
per cent.—a larger proportion than in the 
County Council Elections. So there, 
again, the contention of the hon. Member 
entirely fails. As to indirect election, 
there is such a body as the Metropolitan 
Asylums Board, which, I believe, does its 
work uncommonly well. That body is 
elected in much the same way as the 
Water Board will be. Then there is the 
‘Technical Education Board. That also 
does its work extremely well. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: It co-opts. 


* Mr. HARRY SAMUEL: It co-opts ? 
It has the same constitution as the Water 
Board. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: There is no 
o-option here. 

*Mr. HARRY SAMUEL: The 
Water Board will have the power 
of co-opting its Chairman and 


Mr. Harry Samuel. 


{COMMONS} 


There has not been an election | 


‘defective supply. 





Water Supply. 1408 


| Vice-Chairman. [“ Oh, oh.”] Well, 
| wherever it co-opts, it is co-option. 
Then the hon. Member for Battersea 
spoke of the possibility of the purchase 
of the members of the Board. I am sur- 
prised he should for a moment suggest 
that members of the Corporations of 
London could be purchased by anybody 
for any purpose. I should have thought 
the hon. Member would understand the 
people arnong whom he lives too well to 
suggest such a thing. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I know the Water 
_Company Directors in this House. 


* Mr. HARRY SAMUEL: The hon. 
Member may have the worst 
possible opinion of the Water Com- 
pany Directors, but I must confess 
I am astonished that he should ex- 
tend that opinion to the people among 
whom he lives and whom he represents. 
These Corporations have not been long 
in existence, but my opinion is that one 
is far more entitled to look to these 28 
Corporations and their great model the 
Corporation of the City of London, as 
representing London, than the London 
County Council. It has been said that the 
Corporations of other cities, where the 
Water Companies have been bought out 
for the benefit of the people, have always 
had the control of the water supply. I 
agree, and my right hon. friend is carrying 
out the theory. He is taking representa- 
tives of the Corporation of London and 
giving to them the management of the 
water supply. This is exactly the line 
that one would expect a logical man _ to 
take. The general features of the Dill we 
shall have an opportunity of discussing on 
the second reading, and I have no wish to 
make a Second Reading speech ; as far as 
I can see the Rill is a sound, just, and 
honest attempt to deal with this vexed 
question. I recognise the enormous 
amount of good work that has been done 
by the Water Companies in days gone by. 
When no Corporation would step in to 
supply the people of London, the Water 
Companies, gave them all they could desire. 
If at times there has been a defective 
supply, I am not at all sure it has been 
entirely the fault of the Water Companies. 
I recollect such occurrences in the House 
as the stoppage of Bills, and therfore [ 
think that hon. Members opposite are as 
much to blame as the Companies for the 
In bringing forward 
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this Bill, the right hon. Gentleman is 
doing a service to London, and I believe 
it will be found that the local men repre- 
senting the people on the Board will show 
that they can look after the interests of 
their own localities, and that they will be 
representatives to whom the localities will 
be grateful for the work they do. 


*(8.58.) Mr CORRIEGRANT: I am 
glad to hear the hon. Member’s acceptance 
of the findings of Royal Commisions. He 
told us that once a Royal Commission 
has presented a Report, it ought to 
be accepted as final.’ Another Bill 
is to be introduced presently, and I hope 
we shall then find the hon. Member 
adhering to the opinion he has expressed. 
Then, too, there was once a Bill dealing 
with the education of children. A Royal 
Commission reported on the age of 
children, but the hon. Member and his 
party, instead of accepting the recom- 
mendation of the Royal Commission, 
lowered the age from sixteen to fourteen 
years. ‘These of us who take an interest 
in the votes of London Members will 
carefully notice how the hon. Member 
carries out the declaration he has so 
vigorously made. But I would make one 
suggestion, and that is that this full- 
handed acceptance of the Bill asa sound 
and just measure should be deferred, at 
any rate, until hon. Members have seen 
the Bill. Bills frequently have a very 
different complexion when you come to 
consider the clauses as they stand, and 
you see how the whole scheme works, 
than they appear to have when 
introduced by the Minister in charge. 
There is one thing very clear. The 
representation, as far as the outer area 
is concerned, is worth nothing at all. 
The district where I live is within the 
area of an urban district council, and 
these urban district councils are to be 
grouped together to appoint one member 
on the Water Board. Under these 
circumstances what representation should 
we have? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: But the 
London County Council would give you 
no representation at all. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT: That is 
perfectly true. There are, however, | 
some proposals of the London County | 
Council which will deal much more fairly 
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with the outer areas because one of their 
Bills gave the outer areas an opportunity 
of purchasing atan arbitration price water 
in bulk to supply their own district, and 
then taking the profit upon it. There 
are many of the areas outside London 
who would prefer to have their water in 
bulk in this way. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The hon. Mem- 
ber must abide by the latest proposals of 
the London County Council, in which they 
have given up that idea altogether, 
because they have found such a scheme 
to be absolutely impracticable, and they 
accepted the general opinion that any 
proposal of the kind was impossible. 


* Mr. CORRIE GRANT: Iam quite 
ready to accept this correction, and 
perhaps the right hon. gentleman will 
now allow me to correct him. The 
London County Council has never been 
able to present its whole scheme to the 
House of Commons because it has had 
to put in modified proposals in order to 
secure support from some hon. Members 
of this House. The Bill upon this 
subject, which once got into Committee, 
would have become the law of the land 
but for the cordite division. These very 
clauses were under discussion at the 
time, and in two days more that Bill 
would have been through the House, 
and it was not the fault of the London 
members but the fault of the cordite 
division which threw out that measure. 
I was suggesting that between the two 
schemes that of supplying water in bulk 
to the outer authorities would probab'y 
be more popular with the district council 
where I live than the scheme of the 
right hon. Gentleman, under which my 
district will have one-third or one-fourth 
of a member representing them on a 
board of 69. I rose merely to put one 
or two questions to the right hon. Gentle- 
man in order to make it a little mere 
clear what the proposals of the measure 


are. The right hon. Gentleman's 
explanation will be read _ widely 


by the people of London to-morrow; 
and I want to ask him what is the 


nature of the agreement which the new 


Water Board is entitled to conclude with 
the water companies. I wish to know 
also, whether the agreement with the 
companies is afterwards to be ratified by 
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the Board of Arbitration, or when the| *Mr. CORRIE GRANT: I under- 


agreement has been once made is it to} 


binding. Is there to be any supervision 


beyond the Water Board itself? Can | 


the Water Board purchase the under- 
taking of one of the water companies if 
it comes to an agreement as to price ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Water 
Board is given power to purchase any, or 
all of, the undertakings of the water com- 
panies by agreement, and failing agree- 
ment the question can be settled by 
arbitration. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT: Would the 
Water Board be entitled to give 10 per 
cent. on compulsory purchase ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The question is 
put tome in rather an extraordinary 
way. The hon. Member asks me if the 
Water Board would be entitled to give 10 
per cent. on compulsory purchase, Dut the 
Water Board is only given power to 
purchase by agreement and not by com- 
pulsory purchase. Therefore, the price 
would be an agreed price between the 
Water Board and the company. The 10 
per cent. on compulsory purchase only 
comes in when the proceedings go before 
the arbitrators. The hon. and learned 
Gentleman opposite is better acquainted 
with legal matters than I am, but 10 
per cent. is not provided for, or con- 
tained in, the Lands Clauses Act. It 
is an expression which has grown out 
of administration of those Acts, and :t 
is adopted by arbitrators to cover diffi 
culties that they have otherwise been 
unable to deal with. The Water Board 
can make any agreement they think fit 
to make with the Water Company, and 
they can give what price they like. If 
they come to an agreement then they 
settle the matter themselves, and if they 
do not agree, then they go to arbitration. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT: Perhaps 
mine was rather a technical point, but 
it is a fact that even where prices are 
settled between the householder and a 
local authority taking property, and 
where the price is settled by agreement 
they then add 10 per cent for compul- 
sory sale. 

Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes, if it is 
part of theagreement. 
Mr. Corrie Grant. 


stand, then, that this 10 per cent may 
be a part of the settlement. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Of course I 
cannot dispute the hon. and learned Gen- 
tleman’s deductions, and he may draw 
whatever conclusions he thinks fit. The 
Governmment propose in the Bill to pro- 
hibit the addition of the ordinary 10 per 
cent. in respect of compulscry purcliase, 
but they give to the new authority power 
to arrange by agreement whatever price 
they choose. The hon. and learned 
Gentleman’s description of the way they 
would do this{does not agree with what 
I have always understood to be the 
marnerin which voluntary arrange- 
ments are arrived at. The hon. Member's 
proposition does seem to be an extra- 
ordinary one, although I do not dispute 
the fact. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT: I want to 
get the fact clear from the right hon. 
Gentleman, and now I haveit clear. As 
I understand the right hon. Gentleman, 
the new authovity will be entitled to pur- 
chase either one or the whole of the 
eight water companies by agreement, 
and they have a perfectly free hand 
in settling the price. Will the Water 
Board have any power to alter the 
charges made for supplying water? The 
right hon. Gentleman knows that they 
are levied by assessment, and watt to 
know if the Water Board wiil have any 
power to alter or vary those charges. Also 
how will this Board deal with any profits 
upon these undertakings ¢ 


(9.10.) Str ALBERT ROLLIT (Isling- 
ton, S.): Thisis, of course, an early stage 
at which to express any definite opinion 
about this Bill. At the same time I 
think all of us will say that this measure, 
apart from details, and with many reser- 
vations commends itself to our favourabe 
consideration. What influences me most 
is that, at any rate, the Bill gives to 
London what to my knowledge the 
provinces have long enjoyed with ad- 
vantage, and that is a public authority 
for dealing with the water supply, 
which will cease to be in private hands. 
In the debate on the King’s Speech I 
ventured to make a general proposition, 
and a purely impersonal one, which I 
will repeat, namely, that it is desirable 
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to remove the temptation to prefer 
dividends, with the chances of disease 
and death, in dealing with the prime 
necessities of life to the people. 1] speak 
impersonally, and I would not impute 
for 4 moment any intention on the part 
of those who direct our Water Companies 
in London of knowingly doing anything 
opposed to the principle I have laid down. 
1 therefore take this opportunity of 
saying that since I made the remark I 
have been rather deluged by libellous 
post cards informing me that my state- 
ment was a lie and a reflection even 
upon my colleagues in this House. I 
desire to say that my remark had no 
such application. It was merely a 
general retmark not applicable alone to the 
particular thing with which we were 
dealing. These postcards have been 
directed to me by shareholders in the 
Water Companies, and | can promise 
them that they will not prejudice me 
from doing justice in dealing with them, 
although { think I was not dealt with 
fairly in these libellous and open postcards. 

In the provinces the administration 
by the municipalities of their water 
supplies has been in every sense of the 
term a vast benefit to the people, and 
the surprise of those who come from 
the provinces to London is that London 
could have been content to allow things 
to remain as they have been for so 
many years. It is that reason which 
leads me to welcome this Bill. In the 
provinces the water consumers are 
well cared for, the prices are very 
moderate and the ratepayers have | 
nevertheless enjoyed a _ substantial 
benefit in the reduction of rates) 
from undertaking their own water | 
supplies. Some of our very greatest | 
municipalities like Glasgow, Liverpool, | 
and Hull, and other places have} 
been very successful in this respect. 
I think every one will agree from 
the experience of a great town 
like Hull that the expenditure upon 
its water supply has been its redemp- 
tion from cholera and other forms of 
diseases. The fears in this case seem to 
be whether in London the undertaking 
would be conducted on principles of 
prudence and economy, but parsimony 
in matters touching the health and 
strength, and so the wealth, of the 
people is certainly not economy. I 
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hope the Board entrusted with those 
duties will have full powers to do what 
it thinks is best in the interests of the 
people. If it should be necessary to 
go to Wales for a water supply we 
ought to do so. This question I under- 
stand will be left to the new authority 
because they are not compelled to buy 
and they may go to other sources. 
Upon Royal Commissions I must say 
that I have frequently heard, with some 
surprise, testimony paid to the high 
quality of water supplied to London, 
with which my observation of+ the 
Upper Thames is not always consistent. 
These conditions have always led me 
to vote for the Water Bills of the 
London County Council. The Govern- 
ment took no action and made no 
counter proposals, and apparently the 
subject was heing submerged under 
Royal Commissions. [I remember the 
long water famines that have been en- 
dured, and the highly oppressive water 
regulations, especially on the poor who 
had not a full opportunity of asserting 
their rights, and I wish to see the water 
supply of London in the hands of a publie 
authority. But now the Government 
propose a measure which will establish 
such a public authority ; and I fear that 
if this proposal is not accepted there may 
be another long postponement of the 
question. Whether the representation on 
the authority is in due proportion may 
be argued ; and I fear that its chief de- 
fect will be its unwieldy character, owing 
to the largeness, perhaps the necessary 
largeness, of the number of representa- 
tives. 

But at first there will be a great deal of 
organising work to do on the part of the 
new authority, and therefore there will 
be need for a time at least for greater 
numerical strength. I shall be told that 
the representative body is not repre- 
For my own part I should 
have preferred a municipal authority 
directly elected; still, the Board pro- 
posed is distinctly municipal in its 
general character. It will have on 
it representatives of the County Council 
and the London boroughs, and of the 
latter it is a great mistake to speak in 
the same breath as of the old vestries. 
I know of nothing more striking than 
the local municipal feeling which they 
have developed in London, and to sug- 
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gest, asI have heard it suggested, that 
we are going to have a new Metropolitan 
Board of Works is not giving justice to 
the new corporations. Some of the 
very best men in the various localities 
have been attracted, and I think 
the boroughs have a future before 
them which will bring municipal 
London into line with the feeling 
which prevails in the provinces: Local 
feeling now makes itself heard, and 
centres round the new municipal bodies. 
Mill speaks of two forms of represen- 
tation—direct and indirect. Although 
I prefer direct, I think this will be a form 
of indirect representation which will 
serve its purpose for the transfer of the 
authority, and it will Secure what I 
want, namely, the public and responsible 
administration of the water supply of 
London. There are precedents in the 
country for the form. of authority 
which the Bill proposes to set up; 
and in these cases of joint water 
boards, the work has been very well done. 
Take such a place as Blackpool, where 
a large borough like Blackpool, a 
town like Lytham, and large - slices 
of the county are all amalgamated in 
one Water Board for the district. 
While reserving my freedom to criticise 
details I shall be careful before I become 
a party to rejecting a proposal which has 
the force of a Government behind and 
to secure its passing it, which is well 
considered, and which will place in the 
hands of those who represent the people 
the supply in purity and plenty of one 
of the prime necessities of life. 


* (9.28.) Dk. MACNAMARA (Camber- 
well, N.): I shall wait with interest to 
hear the opinions on this Bill of the 
elected representatives of the London 
County Council; but it is a happy cireum- 
stance; as the last speaker said, that we 
have got thus far, that we are all agreed 
here and throughout London that the 
undertakings of the water companies 
must be transferred to a public authority. 
That controversy no longer remains. But 
there are involved in this Bill two acute 
propositions about which a considerable 
amount of controversy is bound to arise. 
There is first of all the question who shall | 
be the purchaser, and, secondly, what | 
price shal] be paid for the undertakings. | 
It was suggested by the hon. Member for | 


Sir Albert Rollit. 


{COMMONS} 





1416 


Limehouse that the people of London have 
never had these issues submitted to them. 
I challenge that statement at once. The 
people of London had these two proposi- 
tions submitted conspicuously to them at 
the last County Council election. I have 
here the two party manifestos which 
were put before the electors. Those 
known as the Moderates, who correspond 
to the Conservatives and Unionists, said 
that their policy was the purchase and 
management of the water supply by a 
single public authority, upon which 
London and the other districts surround- 
ing shall have a fair share of representa- 
tion. The policy of the Progressives was 
the purchase and control by the London 
County Council only. These were the 
two issues and what was the result? 
There were 118 members elected, and of 
these 86 were in favour of the Progres- 
sive policy, 29 in favour of the Moderate 
policy, and 3 were elected as Inde- 
pendents. If he put the the 3 Inde 
pendents with the whole Moderates he 
got a majority on the London County 
Council of 54 out of 118. He wished 
to look for a moment at the Govern- 
ment scheme which had been so lucidly 
placed before the House by the President 
of the Local Government Board. He 
suggested first of al! that the right hon, 
Gentleman had rather fallen into the 
attitude of making a fetish of the 
phrase “Water London.” They had 
often heard of ‘‘ Telephone London,” and 
they were yet nodoubt to hear of “ Electric 
London.” They were hearing more and 
more of “ Water London.” What did that 
phrase mean? Ever since 1810 private 
companies had come to Parliament and 
had obtained powers to supply water to 
certain areas; and they put all these to- 
gether in 1902 and got “ Water London!” 
He should like to hear less of “ Water 
London,” “Telephone London” and 
“Electric London,” and more of 
‘Municipal London.’ The scheme for 
the control of the Water Supply gave 
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them a composite body of 69 persons, 
some of them to be directly elected 


for this specific purpose by the London 
County Council, and some indirectly 
elected, while others were not to be 
representative at all of the ratepayers 
who were to find the money. Did 
the right hon. Gentleman imagine that 
the representatives of the Lea Conser- 
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vancy and the Thames Conservancy were| But he might urge that in Com- 


representative in any respect of the. 
'and his friends 


London ratepayers? There were repre- 
sentative of the water sellers and 
therefore ought not to be on the 
Board at all. The principle was 
bad of having water sellers on a Board 
which was going to purchase their 
undertaking. In regard to the Borough 


Councils he did not wish to say half | 


a syllable against the personnel ot these 
Councils; but he did not understand 
the principle of going to the 28 Borough 
Councils and asking them to send 
representatives to a general Board for 
furnishing water to the water area. 
Was he to understand that they were 
going, to indent on the Local Boroughs 
rateable values for the amount of money 
which, in each case, these Boroughs 
would have to pay? If they did that | 
it would be monstrously unjust towards | 
many parts of London, but it would be 
the only legitimate ground on which to 
ask for Borough Council representa- 
tion. Who was responsible for the 
whole county rate? The London 
County Council, and he objected to the 
inclusion of representatives of the 
Borough Councils on the Water Board, 
not on the ground of personal unfitness, 
or that they would be any more likely to 
be got at than County Councillors, but on 
the principle that they would have to 
deal with matters involving a ratable 
value with which they had no concern. 
No doubt the London County Council 
would consult the Borough Councils in all 
these matters of water regulation. It had 
been said that that Bill did not provide 
for the representation of the outside 
areas; but the clause 24 provided that 

“ The Council shall appoint for the manage- 
ment of the water supply a Committee which 
may comprise, as members, representatives of 
other bodies.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Does the hon. 
Gentleman ask the House to believe that 
a clause which says that the Committee 
of Management ‘“ may’’ comprise repre- 
sentatives of other bodies, is a sufficient 
provision for the representation of the 
outside areas ? 


*Dr. MACNAMARA said he was not a 
Constitutionalist, but he always under- 
stood that ‘‘may™ in those cases meant 
“shall.” He did not press that point. | 


the right hon. Gentleman 
could have substi- 
stuted “shall” for “‘may.” If the- 
clause he had quoted had been put 
into the Bill for any purpose at all, it 
was in order to give persons in the out- 
side area representation. There were 
other provisions in the Bill which showed 
that the London County Council was. 
not the selfish and inconsiderate body set 
forth by the Government. For instance, 
there was a clause that the outside area 
should be served on terms not more 
onerous than before, and another clause 


mittee 


‘that the outside area might have their 


water supplied in bulk. In fact, he 
found in the Bill a spirit of sweet rea- 
sonableness. It had been stated that 
night that this House had never agreed 
to the London County Council Bill, but 
that was not the fact, because the Second 
Reading had been passed by a substantial 
majority, and therefore they must take it 
that the House had approved of the prin- 
ciple of the Bill. In all the great provincial 
Boroughs which served large areas, 
nobody ever suggested that these out- 
side areas should be represented on the 
municipal Board of Management. In 
Bradford the population of the inside 
area was 230,000, and of the outside area 
235,000, but nobody said there that the 
outside area should be represented on the 
Board. Manchester served a population 
of 537,000 in the inside area and a popu- 
lation of 357,000 in the outside area ; but 
nobody had suggested that Manchester 
should not have the full control of the 
water supply. The case of Bolton was 
even more striking. The population of 
the inside area was 120,000, and of the 
outside area 130,000, and the people of 
the outside area were served with water 
at a greater cost than those in the inside 
area, yet it had never been suggested 
that the outside area should be repre- 
sented on the Board. There was one other 
point on which hewished to touch,viz.,the 
question of the price to be paid. When 
he heard the right hon. Gentleman 
describe the terms of purchase by agree- 
ment or arbitration, it was with pleasure 
he learned that the Government would 
not insist on the ratepayers of London 


| paying ten per cent. solatium for com- 


pulsory purchase under the Lands 


Clauses Act which would make a differ- 
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ence of from £5,000,000 to £7,000,000 
to the London ratepayers. He thought, 
however, that the Government scheme 
of control was unwieldy, grotesque, and 
unworkable, and that it was likely to 
break down from the point of view of 
management. 


(9.44). Mr. W. F. D. SMITH (Strand, 
Westminster): I cannot agree with the 
suggestion of the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion, supported by hon. Members on the 
other side of the House, that the London 
Unionist Members returned were bound 
to vote for any meusure which the 
London County Council send to this 
House. The great majority of them have 
consistently voted against the Purchase 
Bill introduced by the Lordon County 
Council, andif the electors of London had 
seriously objected to the course the Union- 
ist Members have pursued they had every 
opportunity of challenging them, yet the 
proportion of London Unionist Members 
in the House has increased since 1891. 
There is also this point which has not, I 
think, been sufficiently brought out, that 
the majority now sitting on the London 
County Council have been returned by a 
small proporticn of the electors. My 
right hon. friend when introducing this 
Bill referred to the percentage of electors 
voting in the various elections; as a 
matter of fact the majority of the London 
County Council was returned by only 
22 per cent. I quite agree with the 
statement made that for some time past 
we have been under the disadvantage in 
not having a scheme in any concrete form 
to deal with this water question. In my 
opinion, it is one of the greatest reasons 
we have to thank my right hon. friend 
that he has to-night presented to the 
House a scheme in a concrete form and 
thus justifying the action which some of 
us took in opposing the London County 
Council’s Bill last year. The Bill before 


the House exhibits the principle, if not | 


all the details, of the Water Commissioners’ 
Report—a Report which did a very great 
deal to convert a considerable number of 


Members on this side of the House to the | 


policy of purchase. Of course it must be 
admitted that the great majority of the 
London representatives are at present in 
favour of the policy of purchase, and there- 
fore it is obviously desirable, the area dealt 
with being so large and so complicated 


Dr. Macnamara. 
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in its form, and the increase of population 
during the next 40 or 50 years so im- 
portant a matter, that the whole question 
can, necessarily, be more efficiently dealt 
with by a central body than by the 
various water companies, who at present 
manage the matter. Not that | agree with 
those who say that the water companies 
have grossly neglected their duties in 
supplying these areas ; I say that having 
regard to the difficulties which will have to 
be met in the future, a central authority 
is absolutely necessary. But we 
have always been opposed to the 
London County Council being selected 
as the authority, and in _ that 
opinion we have* been amply supported 
by the Royal Commission. The right 
hon. Gentlemen also spoke of the urban 
companies outside these areas which had 
a supply of water. I do not think it is 
possible to find an area so complicated as 
this, because in those areas that have been 
mentioned as having their own supply, 
the service has not been efficient enough 
to supply water at a profit ; in fact the 
charges are higher than they were when 
the water company supplied the same 
districts. They have had to raise a rate 
to meet the cost. I believe at the present 
moment the London County Council is 
still pledged to the arrangements which 
have been come to with several metro- 
politan suburbs with regard tothe supply 
to thosesuburbs, and to my mind nothing 
is more conclusive than the conclusion 
they came to when the arrangements 
were made, namely that the water supply 
had been most inefficient. 

Before I sit down, I would just like 
to say a word about representation. It 
is true that the Board which my right 
hon. friend proposes would appear, as 
has been stated, to be one of a rather 
unwieldly size; but at the same time 
we must remember how great the area 
is, and how difficult it is and will be, 
when we come to deal with the details, 
to satisfy these areas ; but I cannot con- 
ceive that the representatives of the areas 
other than the London County Council 
are also representatives of the area for 
the purposes of this Bill. The London 
County Council does not seem to me 
|to be any more competent to manage 
| the water than the representatives of 
‘other boroughs. The details of this 


/ Bill will no doubt be discussed, and I 
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can only hope that after the honesty | tration Clause of the London County 
and energy my right hon. friend has Council, and that was worse. 
brought to bear upon it, he will have | 
no difficulty in passing it into law. | *Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said that 
it was not the actual words, but the spirit 
*(9.54.) Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON and principle he contended for. He 
(Tower Hamlets, Poplar) said he would would like to know whether the arbi- 
have welcomed with acclamation a Bill) trators would have full power to go into 
dealing with this difficult and complicated | all the circumstances of the case, not 
question if it had been based on broad | only with regard to the present profits 
and popular lines. And it was because | of the companies but the unremunerative 
the Bill before the House was not upon | expenditure they might be compelled to 
such a basis that it would meet with his| undertake. If that was so everyone 
strongest opposition. There were how-| would be completely satisfied with regard 
ever, points on which we recognised the | to that. 


great advance had been made. One was | The point, however, to which he and his 
the question of purchase Asien had been | friends objected, and to which he desired 
opposed in = House for many years, _toenter an emphatic protest,was the mode 
and he var glad to see that the report of | in which the question of the purchasing 
he Hal Commi jad curred Autry wa gan 
; 7 ; | With. e had always thought an 
the very important question of price | said in the House that in any solution 


and the basis upon which the price | of the question involving the creation of 
should be fixed; the reference in fact |, water body, the outside areas were 


to the Court of Arbitration. He was entitled to have some other representa- 
quite sure the House would have the | tion, but the right hon. Gentleman had 
fullest confidence in the gentlemen who gtated that while he gave the outside 
had been named to form that Court, and | areas representation he had given 
that they, upon their instructions, would [ondon a large majority. But even 
= ncn eat doa pron ld assuming that the 48 members were re- 
structions to the Arbitration Court should | pac ae 

be was, Sneed: a veryimportant matter. | a i a “ Pewee) + prettier 
For his part, he and those who sat | . 


; ; sented 55 per cent. of the representation 
with him had always contended that against a ratable value of something 


the Land Clauses Acts should not apply | jike 84 per cent., and a population of 
in their entirety in this matter, and that | go per cent. He did not desire to throw 
not only should there be no ten per cent. any reflection on the ability, public 
for compulsory purchase, but that in fix- | spirit, and administrative capacity of the 
ing the price, not only the present profits | Borough Councils, but he contended that 
should be taken into account, but also | they had never asked for this repre- 
the liabilities of the future. He had under- | entation. which the Government 
stood that the reference would be a full | wore thrusting upon them without 
and open reference, and that it would| any consultation, but the pro- 


cover all the circumstances of the case, | posals made by the Bill were entirely 


past, present, and future liabilities. But | contrary to the principle upon which 
when the hon. Member for West Islington |a question of this kind ought to be dealt 


said that this had been the proposal of the with. The right hon. Gentleman had 
London County Council for years past) not advanced a single argument in 
the right hon. Gentleman said he had | favor of these powers being put into 
not accepted the views of the London the hands of these Borough Councils 
County Council in regard tothe matter. | rather than in the hands of the 
: : natural authority, the London County 

Mr. WALTER LONG said he could not | Council. The whole object of Purchase 
admit the interpretation which had been | was to place the water supply in the 
put upon them by the hon. Gentleman. | hands of a central authority and to 
What he understood the hon. Member | take it out of the hands of the public 
for West Islington to say was that the | companies, not because they had not 
Government had introduced the Arbi-| managed their business well; but in 


3H 
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order to secure that there should be one 


body distributing water over the whole | : 
who provide a large amount of this 


| water and who also consume it, and 


of the Metropolis, and that there should 
be an uniform assessment and uniform 
rates. This was surely a tremendous 
argament in favour of putting the pre- 
ponderating influence in the hands of 


the central rating representative author- | 


ity rather than in the hands of the 
different local authorities, the result of 
which would inevitably be that all 
the local authorities would be working 


against each other in favor of their | 
‘the right hon. Gentleman the President 


district. He did not see the object of 
amalgamation if it only led to increased 
local jealousies and friction He quite 
agreed that the proposed authority 
was of a somewhat unwieldy size. It 
was to have 69 members. The 
water directors of the present com- 
panies were a less number, and if 
these companies were so well managed 
by a less number of directors, it was 
a great mistake to make a_ public 
body of this sort of such an unwieldy 
size. It would not, in his opinion, 
contain the administrative power that 
it would if confined to the London 
County Council, and, being non-repre- 
sentative, it would probably prove to 
be a very extravagant body, and the 
margin of profits to the ratepayers would 
be very small. The action of the Gov- 
ernrnment in delaying this matter for six 
years, and meanwhile allowing the water 
companies to spend millions, without 
proper control or system, had much pre- 
judiced the question of profit; and 
now, if they were to have a body of 
this sort, they would not see much 
reduction in the water rate. Unless the 
right hon. Gentleman could give some 
reason why he had put this slight on 
the London County Council, and given 
the Local Authorities the dominant 
voice, he should always think pressure 
had been brought to bear on the right 
hon. Gentleman by hon. Members behind 


him. While recognising that the right 
hon. Gentleman had made an_ honest 


attempt to deal with a difficult question, 
and while recognising that some material 
advance had been made in his opinions, 
he should be compelled to oppose the 


Bill, unless the body to which it was to. 
be handed over, was made of a more | 


central and representative character. 


(10.10) Mr. DAVID MORGAN (Essex, 
Walthamstow) : I must ask the indulgence 


Mr. Sydney Buxton. 
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of the House while addressing it for the 
first time. I represent 200,000 people, 


who have therefore some justification 
for letting their voice be heard. We 
have heard this evening a great many 
Members on the opposite side of the House 
who have told us that the only authority 
to be intrusted with the water regula- 


tions of London is the London County 


Council. We in Essex certainly accept 
the representation which is given us by 


of the Local Government Board as a 
fair representation, and we object to 
the Bill of the London County Council, 
because it gave us no guarantee that 
we should be represented, all we ask is 
fair treatment. We have had great diffi- 


‘culty with the existing company and 


we hope and feel that we may, with the 
new Bill, get not only a fair represen- 
tation, but that our interests will be fully 
safeguarded. Therefore on behalf of 


those I represent I welcome this Bill as 


an evident attempt on the part of the 
Government to right a grievous wrong, 
and to put ona fair basis the water 
supply of London. 


(10.14) Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, 
Haggerston): I listened to the speech of 
the right hon. Gentleman to-night who 
introduced this Bill, and I listened to the 
few observations addressed to the House 
by the Leader of the Opposition as soon 
as the Minister sat down. It occurred 
to me at the time that the Leader of the 
Opposition had “spotted” the weak 
point in the Bill; and it is to that point 
I wish to address myself. The Minister 
had the chance of handing the control 
of the water suppply to the London 
County Councll, a body which, like 
Cresar’s wife, is above suspicion.  At- 
tempts have been made by gentlemen 
connected with the so-called Moderate 
party, whom I prefer to call the old Tory 
party, toconvict of jobbery and corrup- 
tion, but they have been absolutely un- 
able to point to a _ single blot 
on the escutcheon of the London 
County Council. But the right 
hon. Gentleman has preferred to build 
' up anew body on the model of the old 
| Metropolitan Board of Works. In the 
'speech of the hon. Member for South 
Islington I failed to gather any difference 








‘ 
by 
ele 
diff 

N 
thir 
to t 
may} 
sera 

Sho 
thar 
itse] 
pay' 
cam. 
quar 
tryil 
may 
of tl 
it is 
set u 
that 
Metr 
not b 
in ex 
poser 
happ' 
came 
prope 
of th 
Chur 
appoi 
That 
distin 
and, < 
of evi 
Meml 
place 
in the 
the ey 
arrive 
singul 
James 
terim 
date, t 
as in 
inquir’ 
matter 
point 
in piot 
as oth 
reading 
the Mi 
the tin 
in infar 
hear gs 


than di 





he 
le, 
1is 


ch, 
1 of 
rho 
the 
use 
90n 
red 
the 
eak 
int 
ster 
trol 
don 
like 
At- 
nen 
rate 
‘ory 
rup- 
un- 
blot 
don 
ight 
uild 
old 
the 
outh 


ence 








1425 London 
between the constitution of the proposed 
new Board and that of the old Metro- 
politan Board of Works. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT: One was elected 
by the vestries, and the other is to be 
elected by the Corporation,{which are very 
different bodies. 


Mr. CREMER: In many respects I 
think the old vestries were preferable 
to the new Corporation. There were no 
mayors or aldermen, and there was no 
scrambling for offices. The old vestry of 
Shoreditch was an infinitely better body 
than is the new Corporation. It devoted 
itself to studying the interests of the rate- 
payers, while ever since the present body 
came into existence, its members have been 
quarrelling and scrambling for offices, 
trying to get elected as aldermen or 
mayor. Having had some little experience 
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| *Sm GEORGE FARDELL (Paddington, 
'S.): Would the hon. Member have the 
| kindness to quote the Report of the Royal 
'Commission, because my recollection is 
‘that there was a general acquittal of the 

members, although undoubtedly some 
| persons were guilty of malfeasance. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must remind the 
hon. Member that this discussion of the 
past history of the Metropolitan Board 
of Works has nothing to do with the 
subject before the House. 


Water Supply. 


Mr. CREMER: I made reference to it 
merely because it occurred to me from 
‘the right hon. Gentleman’s speech that 
he was proposing to create a new metro- 
politan authority on precisely the same 
lines as the body which was guilty of so 
much jobbery, corruption and— 


of the old Metropolitan Board of Works, | 


it is because the Government propose to 
set up a new authority based on that model 
that I should oppose this Bill. The 
Metropolitan Board of Works was elected 
not by the popular vote, but by the vestries, 
in exactly the form and fashion now pro- 
posed for the water authority. What 
happened? The doings of that body be- 
came such a public scandal that, on the 
proposition not of a Radical Member, but 
of the good Conservative Lord Randolph 
Churchill, a Royal Commission was 
appointed to inquire into the matter. 
That Commission was presided over by a 
distinguished Law Lord, Lord Herschell, 
and, after taking a considerable amount 
of evidence, presented an interim Report. 
Members desirous of knowing what took 
place in connection with a body elected 
in the fashion now proposed should read 
the evidence presented to and the verdict 
arrived at by that Commission. It is very 
singular that that Commission, like the 
Jameson Raid Inquiry, presented an in- 
terim report and promised, at no distant 
date, to resume its investigations, but also, 
as in the case of the Jameson Raid, the 
inquiry was never resumed, and the 
matter allowed todrop. We are apt to 
point to foreign countries and to exclaim 
in pious horror, “ Thank God we are not 
as other men,” but my impression, after 
reading about and watehing the career of 
the Metropolitan Board of Works, from 
the time it was constituted until it expired 
in infamy, is that Tammany, of which we 
hear so much, never did anything worse 


than did that body. 


*Sir GEORGE FARDELL: I hope the 
House will forgive me, but the Metro- 
politan Board of Works— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: A discussion of the 
Metropolitan Board of Works would not 
be in order. 


Mr. CREMER: If the hon. Member 


had permitted me to finish my sentence— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If it were in order, 
of course the hon. Member could finish 
his sentence and be answered afterwards 
by a Member on the other side; but I 
have already said that the question of the 
past history of the Metropolitan Board of 
Works is not material to the merits of 
the Bill before the House. 


Mr. CREMER: I was only going to 
say that I had said sufficient to justify 
my statements without further continuing 
the subject. I frankly admit that in my 
opinion there are some excellent points in 
the Bill as shadowed forth by the right 
hon. Gentleman. I should be glad, how- 
ever, if he could see his way to reconstruct 
the authority by which the water supply 
of London is to be managed in the future. 
The management should be handed over 
either to the London County Council or 
a body directly elected by the popular 
suffrage. Why does the right hon. 
Gentleman propose to increase the 
authorities, of which there are already 
too many in London? Considering that 
we have an excellent body with all the 


3H 2 











1427 London 


necessary machinery at hand, a body | 
that has worked excellently during the 
ten or fifteen years of its existence, we 
are justified in asking why the right hon. 
Gentleman has lost confidence in the 
authority set up at the instigation of one 
of his own colleagues, to whom we are all 
grateful for the excellent machinery he 
placed at our disposal. If the right hon. 
Gentleman could make the change I have 
indicated I think we might all give him 
our cordial support in passing the Bill 
without difficulty. 


(10.26.) Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) : 
The right hon. and hon. Gentlemen who 
have spoken against this Bill have 
all asserted that we on this side— 
who, at any rate, are anxious to see 
the measure before it is condemned 
—do not represent the fconstituents 
who sent us to this House, because, 
forsooth, at the London County Council 
election, members were returned pledged 
to support that body as the water author- 
ity. I am perhaps in an exceptional 
position in that respect. At the last 
Parliamentary election I had the honour 
of being opposed by the present Chair- 
man, and, at the previous election, by a 
former Chairman of the London County 
Council, and those distinguished friends 
of mine based their attacks on what they 
described as my “iniquitous votes” at 
the London County Council. I was 
attacked before my constituents because 
I had consistently opposed the proposal 
that the London County Council should 
be the water authority for London. Not- 
withstanding those powerful attacks, my 
constituents returned me each time by a 
larger majority. Therefore, I ;think I 
may fairly claim that my constituents, at 


any rate, do not regard my consistent | 
opposition to that proposal as being any | 


reason for depriving me of the authority 
which I then exercised. 
further that, having been a member of 
the London County Council from its 
creation until the last election, I should 
be the last to join in any outcry against 
the excellent work which, with great 
public spirit, that distinguished body has 
done. khave never joined in any such 
attacks ; on the contrary, I have always 
defended the Council against such attacks, 
but I have done that consistently with 
my firm belief that it was not the proper, 
and should not become the water 
authority for London. 


Mr. Cremer. 


{ COMMONS } 


Let me say | 
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I think we all ought to recognise that 
my right hon. friend has approached a 
very difficult and complicated question 
with a large amount of industry, and has 
made a sincere and honest attempt to do 
justice to the various interests concerned. 
If we sincerely and honestly desire to 
solve a question which is necessarily com- 
plicated and surrounded with controversy, 
and to put an end to a matter which has 
too long engaged the attention of the 
House of Commons, retarding the solu- 
tion of other urgent questions, we must 
approach it among ourselves, at any rate, 
with a conciliatory disposition one 
towards another, and we must some- 
times give up a little of the ideas to 
which we are more or less attached. 
The hon. Member for Poplar in his speech 
paid a tribute to the President of the Local 
Government Board, but he and his 
friends, before they had seen this Bill in 
print, announced that they intended to 
give the measure their strenuous opposi- 
tion. Such a declaration was calculated 
to stimulate the cohesion and energy of 
hon. Members on the Ministerial side of 
the House to do all in their power to 
assist the right hon. Gentleman in his 
endeavour to find a solution of this 
question. Lasting honour will be con- 
ferred upon the Minister who has the 
satisfaction—the approximate satisfaction 
_—of solving this problem. I have no 
'doubt whatever that no man exists who 
will do it to the perfect satisfaction of all 
the interests involved. The very speech 
of my hon. friends the Member for 
Poplar and the hon. Member for Batter- 
'sea, confirms my statement when they 
indulge in this censure and condemna- 
tion of a Bill which they have not seen. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Only certain 
parts of it. 


| Mr. COHEN: 
| opposite say that they are going to 
| oppose certain parts of a Bill which they 
_ have not seen, that ought to be an addi- 
‘tional stimulus to us to assist the right 
/hon. Gentleman to solve this difficult 
question. I was pleased to hear the 
speech of my hon. friend the Member 
‘for the Strand Division, because I 
know that some time ago he was 
not in favour of the purchase of 
‘the water companies’ undertakings. 
I always have been in favour of 


| 


When hon. Members. 
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the purchase of these undertakings. I 
have always advocated that the adminis- 
tration of the water supply of London 
should be taken out of the hands of these 
eight companies, and I shall be glad if 


my expectations are realised by this | 


measure. I hope that the result of this 
transfer of the water supply to a public 
authority will be that we shall get as pure 
a supply as that which the eight water 
companies, to their honour, have hitherto 
given to London. It has always seemed 
to me somewhat anomalous that the 
water of London should be supplied by 
private companies at different prices in 
different districts. Let me here say that 
I have not any interest whatever in any 
water company, for I am neither a 
director or a shareholder; but I desire 
that these water companies should have 
justice done tothem. Let me say that | 
do not think that my right hon. friend 
does the companies justice when he asks 
them to take water stock at par. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: That is not so. 
What I said in regard to that part of the 
Bill was that the water companies should 
be paid in water stock which bears 
interest at 3 per cent. When my hon. 
friend puts the water stock at par he 
is passing out of my jurisdiction to that 
of the arbitrator. 


Mr. COHEN: [ think that correction 
which the right hon. Gentleman has 
made will be very much welcomed by 
a very large body of persons who are 
entitled to receive 20s. for a sovereign. 
I agree with the criticism that the Water 
Board suggested will be found to be too 
large, but surely that is no reason to 


oppose this Bill, for this proposal may | 


be modified, and the Water Board may 
be reduced to its proper size. If it 
remains as at present proposed, then 
the London County Council is entitled 
to a much larger representation. My 
right hon. friend suggests that this Water 
Board, after the first four years, should | 
be re-elected every three years. I do not 
want to trouble the House with these 
details at this stage, but I want to 


regard to the opposition which has been 
threatened to this Bill, we ought to do | 
everything in our power to help the} 
right hon. Gentleman in his industrious, | 
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sincere, and honest effort to solve one 
‘of the most urgent, and at the same 


time one of the most difficult questions 
which has confronted London for the 
last ten or fifteen years. 


*(10.35.) Mr. GRANT LAWSON 
(Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk): As hon. 
Members are no doubt anxious to get 
to the Bill to be introduced by the 
Home Secretary, I will not detain 
the House at any length, but there 
are one or two questions which perhaps I 
had better answer. My hon. friend the 
Member for the Rugby Division spoke of 
the profits made bythe Water Board. I 
may say that the profits will go towards 
the general working of the undertaking. 
I think, on the whole, my right hon. 
friend has reason to congratulate himself 
upon the reception which has been given 
to this Bill, to which he has devoted 
so much attention. Three points and 
three alone have been made against the 
measure. The first point is that the 


number on the Board is too large. That 
is really only a matter of com- 


parison, and when I remind the House 
that the Board which is doing the best 
work in London to-day—I mean the 
Metropolitan Asylums Board—has no 
less than 70 members, I think hon. 
Members will see some justification for 
the number we have suggested. The 
Corporation of Liverpool has 112 
members, and the London County Coun- 
cil—the model of all that is good and 
proper—has, I believe, 137 members. 
The functions of this Water Board will, of 
course, be very large. The work is now 
carried on by eight Boards of Directors, 
and I should think that they contain 
altogether a good deal more than 69 men. 
No doubt a good deal of the work will 
have to be done by committees in various 
parts of the water area, and therefore it 
is very desirable that there should be a 
considerable number of persons forming 
this Board. 

The two main points of attack, how- 
ever, have been that the representation 
of the Board is indirect, and that the 


London County Council has been slighted. 
_ As regardsindirect representation, I think 


I heard an hon. Member reading just 
now a clause from the London County 
Council Water Bill. Inthat clause it was 
suggested that if the London County 
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Council got control of the matter they | ities faith and confidence in the London 
would refer the question to a committee. | County Council? The Council brought 
Now what is that but indirect representa- in a Bill in 1895 to make itself the 
tion? I cannot understand myself this authority and the whole of the local 
morbid appetite for popular election ina authorities having jurisdiction in the 
matter of this kind which is displayed on | areas proposed to be included petitioned 
the opposite side of the House. We have | against the bill. I think there were 
endless elections now. [An. Hon MEM- | petitions from 5 County Councils, 4 
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BER: “ That is just what youare doing. ”] | 
I understand that hon. Members opposite | 
desire that the representation should not , 
indirect by selection, but that it should be | 
a direct election of representatives. That 
I gather from the arguments which have 
been used in this debate by hon. Gentle- 
men opposite. It appears to me that in- | 
direct representation is not deserving of | 
the slighting thingswhich have said about | 
it. The electors choose the best men they | 
can get for all purposes. Those gentle- | 
men meet together and choose the best | 
men they can get for water purposes. 
The next point made is that the 
London County Council has been slighted 
I do not think that the Government ever 
expected to satisfy the extreme advocates 
of the London County Council. Wehave 
had to decide not whether we shall please 
the London County Council by our pro- 
posals but how to do what is best for the 
whole of the London water area. Inthe 
area with which we have to deal there 
are 95 local authorities, including 56 
urban districts and four boroughs outside 
London, six county councils, the Metro- 
politan borough councils, and last but not 
least there is the Corporation of the City 
of London. It is saidthat we ought to 
pass over 93 of these bodies, and place 
all the powers into the hands of the two 
remaining authorities, with of course a 
very large majority to the London 
County Council. Now I ask the House 
would that have been right and proper ? 
Had we any right to think of passing 
over these new metropolitan boroughs 
who, afterall, arethe sanitary authorities ? 
These boroughs hold the position which 
is held by all those great Corporations in 
the north which have been quoted as 
having provided so successfully their 
own water supply. I am told that 
Bradford supplies an outside district, and 
that the local authority in the district | 


_the control to the 


'words in their hands. 
_be rushed through even if we desired ta 


Corporations, and 17 District Councils 
affected by the bill under discussion, 
and every one petitioned against the 
London County Council. The outside 
districts would sooner do anything than 
fall under the London County Council. 
It is stated that the County Council has 
recently arrived at terms of arrangement 
with the outside districts. The Royal 
Commission reported at the end of 1899 
on the subject of severance as follows :— 


“The conclusion we arrived at on this sub- 
ject is that, although severance of the works 


| and sources of the supply of the several com- 


panies and the division thereof between the 
six counties within the limits of supply are 
not actually impracticable, they would be very 
difficult and highly undesirable.” 


The only terms of peace between the 
outside authorities and the London 
County Council were terms which the 
Royal Commission declared to be ex- 
travagant and wholly undesirable. Then 
it comes to this, that we are either to 
neglect the interest of everybody except 
the London County Council, or else 
hand it over to them and allow the 
outside authorities to make terms with 
them such as are described by the Royal 
Commission in the words I have read. 
The hon. Member for Battersea suggests 
that the Goverment have been got at by 
the directors and shareholders of the 
water companies. It would have made 
no difference to them if we had given 
London County 
Council. Once a purchase has been 
effected the shareholders will have noth- 
ing to do with the board. I do not 
think it is at all necessary to say any- 
thing further on this Bill. There are 
points which hon. Members can only 
consider when .they have the actual 
The Bill cannot 


do so. It is a hybrid Bill, and it must 





are not represented on the water body. | go to a Committee where counsel can 
But in this case the outside district never | appear and argue the points, and it 
asked to be represented on the water} must also pass through Committee of 
authority. Have these outside author. | this House. 


Mr. Grant Lawson. 
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Bill for establishing a Water Board | course in asking the House to deal with 


to manage the supply of water within | 
London and certain adjoining districts, | 


for transferring to the Water Board the 


undertakings of the Metropolitan Water , 


and for other purposes 
therewith, 


Companies ; 
connected 


ordered to be! 


brought in by Mr. Long, Mr. Secretary | 


Ritchie, Mr. Grant Lawson, and Mr. 
Attorney General. 


LONDON WATER BILL. 


some of the important subjects reported 
on by the Commission, leaving the others 
for the present. We do not propose to 
attempt to deal this session with large 
licensing reforms, or to ask the House 
for increased powers to refuse the 
renewal of licenses. We do not propose 
to deal with the reduction of the 


number of licensed houses or with 
‘the great question of compensa- 
‘tion which has wrecked so many 


“For establishing a Water Board to | 
branches of the subject which are of 


manage the supply of water within 
London and adjoining districts; for 
transferring to the Water Board the 
undertakings of the Metropolitan Water 
Companies ; and for other purposes con- 
nected therewith,” presented accordingly. 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 72.] 


LICENSING. 

*(10.52) Tue SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
RitcHi£, Croydon): I rise to ask the House 
to divert its attention from the interesting 
subject of water tothe much more fascin- 
ating subject of liquor, and to move 
for leave to introduce a Bill to amend 
the law relating to the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors and to drunkenness, and to 
provide for the registration of clubs. 
Some observations were made in the 
debate just closed as to the Reports of 
Royal Commissions, and we were asked 
whether the Government was going to 
show their zeal for the decisions of 
a Royal Commission by introducing a 
Bill to carry out all its recommendations. 
I say at once, that as regards the 
licensing laws. we have no such intention. 
We do not at present intend to ask the 
House to take up all the subjects con- 
nected with this question—some of them 


of extreme difficulty--which were dealt | 


with by the Royal Commission. 
were to attempt to deal at large with all 
the various matters no one knows better 
than those associated with temperance 
reform that it would undoubtedly end 


in failure, and we should be unable to | 
obtain any measure at all this session. | 
I think, therefore, that were those who | 


are most desirous of seeing carried a very 
extreme measure of licensing reform will 
agree that we are taking a more prudent 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


If we) 


proposals before. But there are other 
importance, and which are dealt with in 
the Bill which I will proceed to explain. 
This Bill is in three parts, and deals 
with three branches of the question. 
The first part of the Bill deals with the 
law relating to drunkenness, and I think 
it will be admitted by all sane temperance 
reformers that although they may desire 
to see the sale of intoxicants abolished 
altogether, the great evil of which they 
and we complain is not due to the mod- 


erate consumption of liquor, but to the 


excessive consumption of it. For my own 
part I am amazed to see what a large 
number of the crimes of violence which 
have come before me since I have been at 
the Home Office may be attributed to 
drunkenness. I do not think I am 
going beyond the mark when I say 
that nine-tenths of them have been in 
the main caused by drink. Therefore we 
propose to ask the House to strengthen 
the law with regard to this particular 
matter. We first of all propose to 
strengthen the law with regard to the 
individual drunkard. As the House 
knows, if a person is found in a public 
place drunk and incapable he is taken 
charge of by the police until he is sober, 
with the view of subsequently serving a 
summons on him. We propose that the 
person instead of being summoned may be 
arrested and charged, and further that, 
if he or she be found in charge of a child 
under seven years of age, which some- 
times unfortunately occurs, that shall be 
a specific offence rendering the offender 
liable to a penalty of 40s. or one month’s 
hard labour. We propose also that this 
offence shall be one of those rendering 
a person liable to be committed to an 
Inebriate Reformatory. We also propose 
to strengthen the law with regard to 
one of the worst grievances of married 
couples, If a married man becomes an 
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habitual drunkard his wife is to be able | true that the crimes of violence to which 
to apply for a separation order under|[ have referred above are in nine 
the Summary Jurisdiction (Women) Act. | cases out of ten committed by persons 
She may obtain this order for several! who are more or less in a state of 
offences now, but habitual drunkenness | drunkenness, it is also perfectly clear 


is not specifically one of them, and we|that those 


propose to add it to the other causes 
which entitle a wife to this protection. 
We are also making a new provision by 
which a married man may obtain 
similar protection against a drunken wife. 
At present the law affords him no 


hard ease. 


of which drunkenness is either a part or | 
an accompaniment, and being an habitual | 
drunkard, is liable to be committed to a | 


Reformatory, the police shall be notified, 
and if he attempts to purchase liquor at 


any time within three years he shall | 


be on conviction liable to a penalty. This 
cannot be done unless the man comes 
within the terms of the Habitual 


persons must have been 
supplied by license-holders with drink 
when they were in a state of drunken- 
ness. I believe these provisions will be 
acceptable to the licensed persons as a 
wiole, because they are wise enough to 


‘ : _know that there are no greater enemies 
remedy in what is often an extremely | 


We further propose that, | 


when a man is convicted of an offence | eondition. 


to their trade than persons who are 
turned out on the streets in a drunken 
I believe that the immense 
majority of publicans take every pre- 
caution they can to prevent this hap- 
pening, but there is a small class of 
license-holders who take no such pre- 
caution, and it is against them that we 
desire to strengthen the law. 

In Part II. of the Bill we propose 


/some amendments of what may be called 


Inebriates Act, 1898, that is, unless a| 


certain number of convictions shall have 
been recorded against him within a 
certain time. That being so he would, 
under the Bill, be bound under a penalty 
not to purchase drink at licensed 
premises for a period of three years. 
Any license-holder who knowingly, that 
is to say knowing him to be under that 
prohibition, supplied him with any 
liquor, would also be liable to a penalty. 
Every care will be taken to notify 
to the publican, by means of the 
police in the district, the fact that a 
certiin person is under this disability, 
and if, after having been notified, he 
defies the law and knowingly sells or 
allows to be sold intoxicating liquor to 
that individual he is liable to a penalty. 
[An Hon. MemBer: What as_ to 
grocers ?] I will deal with that question 
in a moment. Let me mention some 
other points as to drunkenness. If a 
licensed person is charged with permit- 
ting drunkenness on his premises, and it 
is proved that any person was drunk 
on his premises, we propose that it 
shall lie on the licensed person to 
prove that he and the persons em- 
ployed by him took all reasonable steps to 
prevent the drunkenness. It is quite clear 
that we are justified in strengthening 
the law as far as we reasonably can in 
a matter of this kind, because if it is 


Mr. Ritchie. 


the machinery of the licensing law. At 
present, if a licensed person is convicted 
of an offence against the law a justice 
may or may not order the conviction 
to be endorsed on his license. The 
law further provides that if there are 
three convictions endorsed on the license 
that very fact prevents him being able 
to obtain a renewal of his license. 
That seems rather a drastic mode of 
dealing with this particular point. But, 


‘as a matter of fact, it has completely 


broken down, because the justices will 
not exercise the power given them of 
endorsing licenses, the effect of which, 
on the third endorsement, would be to 
deprive a man of the value of his license. 
And it is for that reason, I imagine, in the 
main that this power is practically not 
used. What we propose is that, instead 
of endorsing on the license, the clerk 
to the justices shall keep a record 
of all the convictions, and that that 
record shall be produced at every 
Licensing Sessions so that the Justices 
may see if there isany record against 
the applicant ; and we enact that where 
a record shows five convictions against 
an individual in five years and the 
justices renew that man’s license or 
grant him a new license, they shall 
give their reasons for doing so in 
writing, and that the police authorities 
shall have the power, which they have 
not at present in regard to renewals, 
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to appeal against the decision of the 
justices. We believe that that change 
will act much more effectively than the 
existing law does. 

This part of the Bill also deals with off 
retail licenses. At present, as the House 
knows, grocers may obtain a wholesale 
wine dealer’s excise license at £10, and 
if they can obtain that license they 
ean sell liquor retail without any certifi- 
cate or license from the justices. They 
do not have to go to the justices at all. 
Or if they do not choose to pay £10 
and prefer the retail excise license at 


Licensing. 
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| having by misconduct or otherwise lost 
his license, immediately turns what was 
his public house into what it pleases him 
to call aclub. I believe there is some 
power in the law by which some check 
may be exercised over these institutions. 
| lam not sure that the Excise would not 
have a locus standi in the court, and if 
| they could prove that these clubs were 
only clubs in name, the proprietor or 
manager of these bogus clubs would be 
open to the penalties of the law. If, 
however, the law could be enforced with 
regard to that it would only touch a 





£2 10s. they have to go to the justices, | smal] portion of the evil, and, therefore, 
but the justices have no power to refuse | we propose to remedy it by a different 
the certificates asked for except upon | method. It must be apparent to every- 
certain specified grounds. Our proposal | body that in dealing with clubs we must 
is to put all these licenses under the | treat alike the clubs of St. George’s, 
absolute control of the justices. There are Hanover Square, and those of St. 
certain other smaller amendments of the | George’s-in-the-East. There can be no 
law which we propose in this part of | distinction whatever drawn between 





the Bill. We propose to give justices 
much greater power with regard to 
structural alterations thanthey at present 
have. We propose to disqualify justices’ 
clerks from acting privately in respect of 


any license in the districts for which they | of club whatever. 


are clerks. We propose a small amend- | 
ment which has been much asked for, | 
namely, to make an alteration in the date | 
of the annual licensing meeting—to make 
it uniform throughout the country, the 
same, in fact, practically as it isnow in Lon- 
don. We propose also that application for | 
an occasionallicense, instead of being made 
to one justice with but little publicity, 


two justices in open court. There is 
one little reform which we also propuse, 


and that is to remove the disqualification | 


of justices who happen to be interested | 
in railways which carry on their own | 
refreshment bars. There are some other | 
minor alterations in this part of the Bill 
with which I need not trouble the House. | 

The third part of the Bill is that 
dealing with clubs. I am sure all of us 
will agree that the present state of the 
law with regard to clubs is a very un- 
satisfactory one. No one who has read 
the evidence given before the Royal 
Commission can doubt that a great 
number of these clubs are a source of 
very great evil and danger, and that 
they are, in fact, not clubs at all, but 
mere drinking shops. There are many 
instances given in which a license-holder, 








| them, and I do not for an instant believe 
|that fair and reasonable proposals, 
| framed with a view to getting rid of what 
| all admit to be a great evil, is in the least 
| degree likely to be objected to by any class 
At the same time, 
whilst endeavouring to deal with the evil 
we must be careful not to draw our law 
so stringently as to make it very difficult 
for real genuine clubs to be carried on. 
We must remember, I submit, that clubs 
are laudable institutions. I think it 
is a good thing that to whatever class 


| of life a man may belong he should have 
| a place like a club, which is properly con- 
shall in future have to be obtained from | 


ducted, to go to where he can meet his 
fellow men, talk over the affairs of the 
| day, see the newspapers, read books, and 
spend a quiet evening. None of us would 
desire to place the slightest impediment 


‘in the way of genuine clubs, whether 


honest working men’s or West End clubs, 


and therefore in striking at an undoubted 


evil we must be careful that we do not 
injure or stop the growth and develop- 
ment of really well-conducted clubs. 
Two different plans have been suggested. 
One is that there should be registration, 
and that before a club can claim registra- 
tion it shall give evidence to the regis- 
teringauthorities in a great many different 
ways, by producing evidence of a great 
many things, in great detail, that the 
club is a really bond fide, genuine, well- 
conducted club; and until that has been 
done, registration ought not to be given. 
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If we proceeded on those lines we should | these particulars annually to the 
not be going on right lines. I do not | registrar. What happens then? It is 
think it would be right at all to say that | then within the power of the police or 
the registration should not take place| anyone to make a representation to a 
until the registering authority was con- Court of Summary Jurisdiction that a 
vineed by much inspection, and many | club has either ceased to exist or is not 
returns, that the club was a club con- | conducted in good faith as a club, or that 
ducted in all respects as the registering | there is frequent drunkenness on the club 
authority woulddesire. It would, indeed, | premises, and if the Court of Summary 
be almost giving to that club a license, | Jurisdiction is satisfied that the club 
which is not what we exactly desire | offends in any of these three particulars, 
to give. We proceed on a different | it may order its name to be taken off 
plan in this Bill. We first of all say | the register, and after that, if it is con- 
that alf clubs must be registered, and | tinued as a club, it will be liable to the 
that no club that is not registered can penalties of which Ihave spoken. Then 
be allowed to keep or to provide for there is the great question of police 
anyone any intoxicating liquor whatever. | supervision. I believe myself that there 
The penalty for a breach of the provision | is nothing that clubs of all kinds would 
will be very heavy, not merely nominal, | more resent than to be put under police 
£50 or a month’s imprisonment, or both | supervision, to the extent of allowing a 
together. That is with regard to a club! police officer at any time to enter the 
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which is not registered, and which keeps 
its premises open for the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors. But we do not make it 
difficult for clubs to register. We regard 
registration as almost purely ministerial, 
and we think the registrar should be 
the clerk to the Justices. It has been 
suggested that it would have been better 
to have some central authority like the 
registrar of friendly societies, but we do 
not think that that would be nearly so 
satisfactory as having a local registrar. 
We think that in every way and in all 
instances it would be better that the 
register should be local rather than 
central, and therefore we propose to 
make the clerk to the Justices the 
registering office. We also provide 
that any club which furnishes to the 


registration authority particulars in the | 


form prescribed by the secretary of 
State, and containing the name and 
objects of the club, the address of the 
club, the name of the secretary, the 
rules for the election of members and 
the admission of guests, the terms of 
subscription, and the number _ of 
members shall be entitled to regis- 
tration, and that every year the 
secretary of the club shall in the month 
of January furnish to the clerk of the 
Justices a return signed by the secretary 
giving the particulars I have mentioned up 
to date. We do not in this Bill ask the clubs 
to undergo all the detail of application and 
of obtaining registration every year, but 
once registered they must furnish all 


Mr. Ritchie. 


_premises for the purpose of making an 
| investigation into the affairs of the club. 
|I believe that that would be resented, 
and rightly resented by members of all 
{clubs. But we do think that there 
/ought to be some provision for enter- 
‘ing a club where there is reason to 
believe that it is not being con- 
‘ducted in good faith as a club, and, 
therefore, we provide that anyone may 
‘apply to a magistrate on sworn infor- 
mation that, in his opinion, the club is 
‘not properly carried on, and we empower 
| the magistrate to grant a search warrant, 
and on that warrant the police could enter 
‘the club. I think it is desirable that 
such an order should not be granted until 
| good reason had been shown that the club 
| was not properly conducted. 

| This is, shortly, a description of the 
'main provisions of the Bill. I said at 
'the outset that we do not profess to 
deal with all the various great and 
|important problems which are in the 
‘minds of many temperance reformers. 
|I believe there was a time when, if a 
Bill of this moderate character had been 
proposed, itgwould have been met at once 
by what I may, without offence, call the 
extreme Temperance Party, with strong 
dissatisfaction. I believe, however, that 
the minds of temperance reformers have 
| undergone, in late years, some change in 
| that respect, and that, although they do 
not depart from the opinions which they 
hold as to what they think ought to be 
carried out in the way of temperance 
legislation, they are, nevertheless, ready 
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to assist the Government in passing a/ Bill. The publicans themselves—a body 
measure which has temperance for its|of men for whom I have always enter- 
object, and which, they believe, is framed | tained the greatest possible respect—have 
on such lines as to é : y selves much better temper- 
pe tere in the a ao ee ene 28 ee bas - ellen 
It would be very easy for the extreme | or the House of Commons. The Children’s 
temperance reformers to prevent this Bill | Bill, as passed, enabled any child to get 
prea. law <9 a but it — — as long ~ it was wi! — one 
aiso be very easy tor them to secure that | but now nearly every public house has a 
it should become law. I hope i in its windows which goes a long 
guided by the moderate views they now | way beyond that. 

hold, they will adopt the latter course,; 

and, while reserving their opinions with | G roe seein : nn pene the hon. 
regard to other proposals, they will regard | “entieman does not desire to muisrepre- 
this Bill as an honest attempt to deal with | Sent the action of the Government. It 
some of the evils which they recognise, | W48 perfectly clear that the bill, as it 


and that they will assist the Government Stood, would have no chance of passing 
in passing it into law. |in the very short time that could 


| possibiy be given to it, and in order to 

Sim MARK STEWART (Kirkeud- | obtain the Bill even extreme temperance 
bright) : Will this Bill apply to Scotland ?| reformers on the Committee were them- 
| selves desirous of making the concessions 

*Mr. RITCHIE: No, sir; I believe my | which were made, because they knew that 

noble friend has a Bill in print with | otherwise the Bill could not be passed. 
reference to Scotland. The law in Scot- | 

land is different, and we found it impos-| Mr. CAINE: I will not labour that 
sible to include the two countries in one | point farther. I simply fall back on my 
Bill. |statement that the publicans of the 
country have shown themselves better 

(11.20.) Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Cam-| temperance reformers than either the 
borne): With regard to the suggestion of | House of Commons or the Goverment. 
the Secretary of State that there has been | As regards the first part of the right hon. 
a change lately with regard to the attitude | Gentleman’s measure, that relating to 
of temperance reformers in this House, I | drunkenness, none of us will object to 
may say that we have always been guided | anything that strengthens the law or 
by the reasonable frame of mind which | tends to get rid of the habitual drunkard. 
he has described, and which has always | That is all to the good. With regard to 
characterised us. I do not think that |the second part of the Bill, that also 
the right hon. Gentleman can mention | travels in the right direction. There is 
any case in which extreme temperance | no doubt whatever about that. What. 
reformers have ever obstructed any | interested me most, however, was the 
reasonable proposal which went in any | latter part of the Bill, with reference to 
way in the direction we have so long| clubs. That is a matter to which I have 
advocated. I am sure the whole House has | given a great deal of attention. I myself 
listened with interest and attention to the | introduced a Bill on the subject in 1893, 
exposition of this measure. I am _ not | and it was referred to a Select Committee 
proposing to discuss it in detail, but so | before which a great mass of information 
far as the limited information we have | was given, which I am quite sure the 
goes, it appears to be a measure which | right hon. Gentleman has availed himself 
will certainly receive a general support, | of. I do hope, however, that when we 
at any rate, of extreme temperance re- | come to the club clauses the Government 
formers in this House, and of all other | will approach them with an elastic mind. 
classes of temperance reformers. I do | It isan extremely difficult and intricate 
not say it is a great Bill, that is not | question, and one which ought not to be 
claimed for it, and we do not expect | approached in any extreme sense, but 
heroic legislation from the present Govern- | with a sincere desire to get rid of 
ment with regard to temperance reforms, | bogus clubs. I had hoped that the right 
but I sincerely trust that the Government | hon. Gentleman would, at all events, 
will keep agstiff back aud not give way | have given usa clause which would pre- 


as they did in the case of the Children’s | vent liquor shops, which get into trouble 
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with the law, being turned into clubs. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I omitted to say that 
we provide that when a Courtof Summary 
Jurisdiction orders a club to be taken off 


the register, it may also order that the | 


premises occupied by that club shall not 
be used in any way by a club which 
sells drink for five years. 


Mr. CAINE: What I want to get at 


is that no premises used asa public-house | 


shall be turned into a club. A 
great deal of evidence on that point was 
brought before the Royal Commission. 
I will give a single instance. A country 
brewer had thirteen tied’ houses, one of 
which had been notorious for a long 
time as the resort of fruit thieves and 
poachers. Finally it was refused a 
renewal of its license, whereupon the 
brewer called together the thieves and 
the poachers, and formed a club, consist- 
ing of 44 of these excellent gentlemen, 
and all went merrily along, except 
that the public-house was no longer 
under police supervision, and the 
poachers could wait until the moon rose 
and the thieves until sunrise. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Our provision will 
meet the very case the hon. Gentleman 
supposes, namely the case of licensed 
premises which have been refused a 
license and afterwards have been opened 
as a bogus club. The club could be 
struck off the register, and the premises 
could not be used for the same purpose 
for five yearsif the Justices so decided. 


Mr. CAINE: I do not want such 
premises opened as clubs under any cir- 
cumstances; it is a clear eva-ion of the 
law. The magistrates decide that liquor 
shall not be sold there and yet it con- 
tinues to be sold. I would ask the 
Home Secretary whether he would not 
consider the desirability of enacting that 


any public house whose license has been | 


withdrawn for misconduct shall not be 
used as a club for a certain number 
of years. That would go to the root 
of the bogus club question. What tem- | 
perance reformers aim at is to get event- | 
ually some measure by which the | 


control of the sale of intoxicating liquor | 


shall be administered locally. What | 


will be the use of this prohibtion if the | 
Mr. Caine. 


{ COMMONS} 





Licensing. 1444 


‘result is that every liquor shop that is 


closed is to be turned into a club by 


complying with the very easy require- 
ments which have been foreshadowed 
in this Bill? I do not wish to discuss 
these points further. I merely want 
to press on the Government to approach 
these matters with as elastic a mind as 
possible, and I can assure the right hon. 
Gentleman that every extreme and 
moderate temperance reformer will 
welcome with pleasure every proposal 
for the restriction of the liquor trade and 
the promotion of sobriety, however micro- 
scopic it may be. 


(11.40.) Mason JAMESON (Clare, W.): 
I have listened with some interest to the 
announcement of the right hon. Gentle- 
man. May I congratulate him on the 
very moderate and temperate speech he 
has delivered, although there are some 
omissions which might have been 
included in the Bill. I congratulate 
him also for saying that so far as the 
trade is concerned their worst enemy is 
the habitual drunkard and the spreading 
of drunkenness over the country. | 
deny that the trade has any desire 
to spread intemperance, and I believe 
that many of the proposals of the right 
hon. Gentleman will be welcomed by the 
trade. The hon. Member for the Cam- 
borne Division has referred to the great 
moderation of the temperance party. 
They always take one line and say 
“ This is Liberty Hall, but you must do 
as we tell you,” and as long as anyone 
holds an opinion differing in the slightest 
degree from theirs, he is always regarded 
as being wrong in that opinion. I 
should like to say a few words with 
reference to some of the provisions 
which the right hon. Gentleman has 
intimated are contained in the Bill. | 
think it is perfectly right to introduce 
legislation for the habitual drunkard. 
[ think also it is perfectly right that the 
intemperate husband who beats his 
wife should be punished. In Ireland 
we have not yet attained to the high 
civilisation of England as regards beating 
women and children, but every hon. 


Member on these Benches will 
welcome any Bill that proposes 
to punish the drunken husband 


for ill-treating his wife and children. 
I also quite agree that husbands should 
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be protected from wives who are habit- | of drunkenness, and should be dealt with 
ually given to drunkenness, but I fear the | by the Government, and I trust that 
working of such a scheme will be almost what I have said will be taken some 
impracticable. notice of by the right hon. Gentleman 
With regard to the proposal of in his Bill. 

the right hon. Gentleman to alter the | 

power of the present licensing authori- | 

ties, I am unable to agree withhim that, (11.47.) Mr. TRITTON (Lambeth, 
Justices do not exercise their power when '! Norwood): I desire to express my 
they are called upon, and I cannot see|thanks, and I am sure the thanks of 
that if the Justices’ clerks keep a record | many who are associated with me on 
of the endorsements, it is more likely to|this side of the House in temperance 
make Justices do what they are of opinion | reform, to the right hon. Gentleman for 
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should not be done. I deprecate that | 
people who are connected with the | 
manufacture of spirits, or merely hold a | 
few shares in a distillery, brewery, or | 
company connected with the liquor traffic, | 
should be incapacitated from sitting on | 
licensing questions, and I think that the | 
proposal of the hon. Gentleman that it | 
should not apply to Justices holding | 
shares in a railway company, is only a 
very small step in the right direction, | 
and I trust that honourable men who 
are also Justices of the Peace will not 
have a stigma placed on them and be 
made pariahs of, because of their con- 
nection with an honourable trade. If | 
they are unfit to sit in licensing questions, | 
they are utterly unfit to be Justices at all, 
and still I note that the clerks keeping 
a record of the endorsements is put for- | 
ward as an inducement to Justices to be | 
more severe ; yet it is proposed in other | 
matters, namely the granting of grocers’ | 
licenses, to give these same Justices | 
further power than they at present | 
possess. 

As regards clubs, I uphold, and I be- 
lieve every member of the trade does | 
the same, the restrictions which are now | 
to be enforced by the proposals of the | 
right hon. Gentleman. There are, how- | 
ever, two points which are not touched | 
on by the right hon. Gentleman, and | 
which woulddo more to check drunkenness | 
than all the licensing restrictions. First, | 
the question of adulteration, and then 
the question of giving greater facility | 





for licensing to those licensed victuallers | 


who will also provide good and cheap 
food for their customers. I think they 
should be encouraged in every possible 


the Bill he has asked leave to introduce. 
We have been much indebted to His 
Majesty’s Government for the assistance 
they have given to the temperance cause, 
We are indebted to them for having set 
up the Royal Commission on the licens- 
ing laws. The two Reports published 
by that Commission have done more to 
open the eyes of the people of England 


-and of Members of this House to the 
evils of intemperance, than any docu- 


ment ever before issued to the public. 
We are indebted to the Government also 


| for the help they gave us last session in 


securing the passage of the Children’s 
Bill. Without the help and facilities 
afforded by the Government that Bill 
would have come to an untimely end 
after its Second Reading. Now, again, 
we feel ourselves indebted to the right 
hon. Gentleman for the measure he has 
described to us. Speaking for myself, 
the measure does not go so far as | 
should like it to go. 1 wish that in 
amending the licensing laws the right 
hon. Gentleman had seen fit to restrict 
the hours of sale of intoxicating liquors 
on Sundays. That I believe is one of 
the most important items of the temper- 
ance programme. But I accept what 
he gives us with the greatest pleasure. 
I believe the registration of clubs is a 
question we are all united upon and 
wish to see carried out. The structural 
alteration of public - houses is a most 
important question, and will tend to the 
‘diminution of intemperance. The pro- 
| visions with regard to grocers’ licesnes 
'and for dealing with drunkards, will 





way, both by lightening the restrictions meet with general approval. The Bill 
of their licenses, and even by taking off | will receive the support of a great 
a certain amount of taxation if they | number of those who are anxious to see 
provide good and suitable food for the | an end put to the intemperance of the 
use of the public. The question of | country and a better state of things 
adulteration is at the root of the evil | brought in. 
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(11.50,) Mr. BROADHURST (Leices- 
ter): In one partof his Bill the right 
hon. Gentleman has given us a proposal 
that magistrates’ clerks should keep a 
record of the convictions of _ license- 
holders. Could not the right hon. Gen- 
tleman draft an amendment to that, to 
prevent a magistrates’ clerk, or the firm 
of which the magistrates’ clerk is a 
member, taking briefs from brewers in 
regard to whom he may have to enter 
a conviction in the course of his duty 
as clerk to the Justices ? 


Licensing. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: That is already done- 


Mr. BROADHURST : I did not hear 


it mentioned. 


*Mr. RITCHIE read the clause dealing 


with the matter. 


Mr. BROADHURST: The right hon. 
Gentleman did not read that before. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: No, but I'stated the 
effect of the provision. 


Mr. BROADHURST: I wish the 
right hon. Gentleman would go a_ step 
further and prohibit such a firm being 
engaged in the posting, delivering, or 
serving of notices, or having anything 


whatever to do with the granting of 


new licenses, or with the transfer of 
licenses. 
importance. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man has had any practical experience 
of Summary Jurisdiction Courts or 
Brewster Sessions in this matter he will 
agree that it is essential that these 
clerks should be entirely separated from 
every portion of the work connected 
with licenses. Another point I would 
urge is this. I understand that after 
a certain number of convictions the loss 
of the license of the occupying publican 
will be automatic. But that provision 
will never come into operation; it will 
be a dead letter. In the case of a tied 
house the brewer himself is a much | 
better protector of the public than this 
clause will be. Immediately on con-| 
viction, a tenant is served by the brewer | 
with a notice to quit. The brewer will | 
not risk having difficulties with the | 
license through the neglect, immorality, | 


{COMMONS} 


| Some 


clause will be no good at all. 


That is a matter of great | 


| drunkenness, and 


Collings. 
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or illegality of his tenant. The only 
way to achieve your object is to make 
the clause apply to the house—that if 
the tenant of a house has been con- 


'victed five times (three would be better) 


the house (not the man) should lose its 
license. Unless you get at the house 
instead of the tenant the clause will be 
futile. 

There is one other respect in which the 
Bill will be utterly impracticable, and 


‘that is with regard to the supplying of 


drink to habitual drunkards. Itis anim- 
practicable scheme, and will never work, 
As to the “knowingly supply,” every 
magistrate knows that whenever there 
is a case of that kind, it is always the 
barman, the barmaid, or the ostler, or 
other servant who has_ been 
momentarily left in charge, and who 
had been previously warned that they 


‘were not to supply drink to certain 


persons. You must make the license- 
holder responsible for the acts of his 
servants. In other trades the master 
is liable for the acts of his servants, 
and unless the same is done here the 
There are 
several other points in regard to which 
the Bill will require strengthening, and 
my experience of the right hon. Gentle- 
man leads me to believe that in Committee 
he will listen to suggestions with a view 
to such strengthening. As the Bill 
stands, there is no harm in it, but there 


will be very little good in its working 
out, and it will require all the attention 


‘and labour of my temperance friends 


behind me to make it into a valuable 
working measure. I certainly shall not 
raise one finger to hinder the progress 
of the Bill, but in Committee I shall 
deem it my duty—unless the Home 
Secretary saves me the trouble—to put 
down Amendments for the purpose of 
improving the measure in various 
respects. 


Bill to amend the Law relating to 
the sale of intoxicating liquors and to 
to provide for the 
registration of clubs, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Secretary Ritchie, 
Mr. Attorney General, and Mr. Jesse 
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1449 Adjournment of 


LICENSING BILL. | 


“To amend the Law relating to | 
the sale of intoxicating liquors and to | 
drunkenness, and to provide for the | 
registration of clubs,” presented accord- 
ingly, and read the first time; to be 
read a second time upon Monday next, | 
and to be printed. [Bill 73.] 


COMPANIES CERTIFICATES BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read ; 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That the Bill be now ,read a second | 


time.” 


Debate arising ; and, it being midnight, 
the Debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


{30 January 1902} 


the House. 1450 
SHIPPING ACTS AMEND.- 
MENT BILL. 

Considered in Committee. 
(IN THE COMMITTEE.) 
Clause 1 :— 
Committee report progress ; to sit again 


MERCHANT 


| to-morrow. 


HOME INDUSTRIES. 
Bill for the better regulation of Home 


| Industries, ordered to be brought in by 


Colonel Denny, Mr. Charles Douglas, 


| Mr. John Burns, Mr. J. W. Wilson, Mr. 


Emmott, Mr. Law, and Mr. Fenwick. 


HOME INDUSTRIES BILL. 
“For the better regulation of Home 
| Industries,” presented accordingly, and 
read the first time; to be read a second 
_time upon Wednesday, 19th February, 
and to be printed. [Bill 74.] 


Adjourned at five minutes after 
Twelve o’clock. 
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DEALT 


PUBLIC 


indicates that the Bill originated in the Lords. 


APPENDIX I. 





BILLS 
WITH IN VOLUME CI. 


Those marked thus * are Government Bills. 
the last column relate to the page in this volume. 


The figures in parentheses in 
“(H.L.]” fcllowing the title 





(A.) House or Lorps. 





Title of Bill. 


Brought in by 


Progress. 





Cremation Bill 


Early Closing (Shops) Bill 


Public Houses Hours of 
Closing (Scotland) Bill 


Select Vestries 


Lord Monkswell 


Lord Avebury 


Earl of Camperdown 





Read 14 


72a 


20th January (290) 
27th January (904) 
Read 14 27th January (904) 


Read 14 20th January (291) 


Read 14 16th January (4) 





(B.) 


House oF CoMMONS. 





Title of Bill. 


Aged Pensioners 
Aged Pensioners (No. 2) 


Beer [6] 
Bishopric of Southwark 


Borough Funds _ Acts | 
Amendment 


Church Parish Councils 
Clergy (Discipline) 

Coal Mines (Employment) 
Coal Mines Regulation 


Collegiate Charges (Scot- | 


land) 
Colonial Marriages 
Companies Certificates 


srought in by 


Mr. Raymond Greene 
Mr. Goulding 


Mr. Tomlinson 
| Colonel Stopford-Sack- 


ville 
Sir Albert Rollit 


| Mr. Mellor 


Mr. Brand 
Mr. Pickard 


| Sir Charles Dilke 


Mr. James Campbell 


| General Laurie 


| Mr. Banbury 


Compensation for Damage | 


to Crops, &e. 
Congested Districts (Ire- 
land) 
County Court Jurisdiction 
Extension {land) 


Crofters’ Holdings (Scot- | 
VOL. CI. 





[FouRTH SERIES. | 


Mr. Hudson 
Mr. J. F. X. O'Brien 
Sir Albert Rollit 


Mr. Cathcart Wason 
31 








| Read 1? 


| Read 1° 


Progress. 


Read 1° 
Read 1° 


21st January (442) 
21st January (444) 


Read 1° 
Read 1° 


21st January (441) 
21st January (444) 


Read 1° 21st January (449) 


Read 1° 
Read 1° 
Read 1” 
Read 1° 
Read 1° 


28th January (1089) 
28th January (1089) 
21st January (442) 
21st January (447) 
22nd January (644) 


Read 1° 
Read 1° 


21st January (449) 
22nd January (644) 
21st January (441) 
21st January (445) 


Read 1° 21st January (446) 


Read 1° 24th January (800) 


(B.) House or Commons—continued. 
Title of Bill. Brought in by Progress. 
Drunkards (Ireland) Mr, William Johnston | Read 1° 21st January (451) d 
Electoral Disabilities Re- | Mr. O'Doherty Read 1° 24th January (802) C 
moval C 
Evicted Tenants (Ireland) I/r Haviland-Burke Read 1° 21st January (445) 6 
) 
False Marking Sir Howard Vincent Read 1° 29th January (1291) " 
Foreigners’ Marriages Mr Macdona Read 1° 24th January (801) P 
Franchise and Removal of | Sir Charles Dilke Read 1° 21st January (448) I 
Women’s Disabilities 7 
Friendly Societies Dis- Sir Edward Strachey Read 1° 21st January (450) I 
qualification Removal 
r 
Home Industries Colonel Denny Read 1° 30th January (1450) 
Honorary Freedom of Sir Albert [ollit Read 1° 21st January (447) ‘ 
Boroughs Extension P 
Housing of the Working Dr. Macnamara Read 1° 28th January (1089) 
Classes and Rating 
. Re 
Ice Cream Shops (Scotland) Mr. Orr-Ewiug Read 1° 29th January (1292) Ke 
Inebriates (Scotland) Sir John Tule Read 1° 21st January (450) os 
ul 
Labourers (Ireland) Acts Mr. William Moor: Read 1° 21st January (444) 

Amendment ; 
Labourers (Ireland) Acts Mr. Joseph Nolan Read 1° 21st January (445) sa 
Amendment (No. 2) 
Lands Valuation (Scot- Mr. M‘Crae Read 1° 21st January (446) 

land) Act (1854) Amend- Sh 
ment Su 
Leasehold Enfranchisement | General Laurie Read 1° 21st January (448) : 
Leaseholders (Purchase of | Mr. Kearley Read 1° 21st January (445) %. 
Fee Simple) Ste 
*Licensing Mr. Secretary Ritchie Read 1° 30th January (1433) 
Licensing Acts Amend- Sir Mark Stewart Read 1° 2ist January (443) : 
ment (Scotland) Te 
Liquor Trattic Local Veto | Mr. Caine Read 1’ 27th January (1084) Pic 
Liquor Trattic Local Veto | Mr. Hunter Craig Read 1° 21st January (450) Tic 
(Scotland) | Tre 
Local Government (Ire- | Mr. Power | Read 1° 21st January (446) 4 
land) Tre 
Local Government (Wales Mr. Edwards | Read 1° 21st January (440) ] 
and Monmouthshire) ' | _ 
*London Water Mr. Long | Read 1° 30th January (1381) Un 
| € 
Market Gardeners’ Com- Colonel Long | Read 1’ 21st January (449) Ur 
pensation } Z 
Marriage with a Deceased Mr. Rutherford Read 1° 21st January (440) Vac 
Wife's Sister n 
Meat Marking (Ireland) | Mr. Field Read 1° 27th January (1084) " 
Medical Acts (Extension General Laurie Read 1° 21st January (449) Wa 
Merchant Shipping Acts Mr. Field Read 1° 23rd January (776) Wa 
Amendment Pp 
Midwives | Lord Cecil Manners Read 1° 21st January (442) 
Mines (Eight Hours) Mr. Jacoby Read 1° 21st January (441) 

















Title of Bill 


(B.) House or Commons—continued. 


Brought in by 





Progress. 





New Licences (Ireland) 


Old Age Pensions 

Outdoor Relief (Friendly 
Societies) 

Outlawries Bill 


Pistols : 
Protection of Canals (Ire- 
land) 
Provisional Orders (Wales 
and Monmouthshire) 
Public Houses (Hours of 
Closing) (Scotland) Act 
(1887) Amendment 

Public Trustee and Exe- 
cutor 


Rating of Machinery 
Registration of Clubs 
Rifle Ranges Acquisition 
Rural Small Dwellings 
(Ireland) Acquisition 


Sale of 
Liquors on Sunday 

Shop Clubs 

Shops 

Small Dwellings Acquisi- 
tion Act (1899) Amend- 
ment 

Steam Engines and Boilers 

(Persons in Charge) 


Teinds (Scotland) 

Tied Houses Abolition 

Tied Houses (Freeing) 

Tramways (Ireland) Acts 
Amendment 

Trawlers’ Certificates Sus- 
pension 


University of Wales (Gra- 
duates) 
Urban Site Value Rating 


Vaccination Acts Amend- 
ment 


Wages Boards 
Water (Underground Sup- 


Intoxicating 


| Mr. T. M. Healy 


Mr. Channing 
Sir Edward Strachey 


Mr. Helme 
Mr. Farrell 


Mr. D, A. Thomas 
Mr. Law 


Sir Howard Vincent 


Mr. Chapman 
Mr. Caine 
Mr. Charles Allen 


Mr. Mucartney 
Mr. Charles H. Wilson 
Major Evans-Gordon 


Sir Charles Dilke 
Mr. Horner 


Mr. Cameron. 


Mr. Renshaw 
Mr. Broadhurst 
Mr. Rea 

Mr. O Doherty 


| Mr. Bignold 








plies) 


Mr. Brynmor Jones 
Mr. Trevelyan 
Mr. Broadhurst 


Sir Charles Dilke 
Mr. Abel Smith 


' Read 1° 22nd January (644) 


| Read 1° 21st January (446) 
Read 1° 21st January (444) 


Read 1° 16th January (70) 


| Read 1° 16th January (452) 
Read 1° 24th January (802) 


Read 1° 28th January (1088) 


Read 1° 24th January (802) 


Read 1° 29th January (1292) 


| Read 1° 21st January (440) 
Read 1° 27th January (1084) 
Read 1° 21st January (452) 


Read 1° 21st January (443) 


Read 1° 21st January (452) 
Read 1° 21st January (443) 


Read 1° 21st January (447) 
Read 1° 28th January (1087) 


Read 1° 23rd January (776) 


Read 1° 22nd January (644) 
Read 1° 28th January (1090) 
Read 1° 21st January (451) 
Read 1° 24th January (801) 


Read 1° 24th January (800) 


Read 1° 28th January (1088) 
Read 1° 21st January (440) 
Read 1° 28th January (1090) 


Read 1° 21st January (448) 
Read 1° 21st January (451) 











APPENDIX II. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


SESSION 1902. 


List or RuLEs, Orpers, &c., which have been presented during the Session, and 
are required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table 


of the House. 





Title of Paper. 


Irish Land Commission (Rules),— Copy of Rules made 
by the Irish Land Commission under the Land Pur- 
shane Acts, dated the 17th May, 1901 [44 and 45 Vic., 

. 49, s. 50 (3)] 


Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877 
(Cambridge),—Copy of Statutes made by the 
Governing Body of Peterhouse or St. Peter’s 
College, Cambridge, under The Universities of 
Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877, on the 16th 
March, 1901, in substitution for Statute XXIX. of 
the Statutes of that College [40 and 41 Vie., ¢. 48, 
s. 50] 


Patents, Designs, and Trade Marks Acts,—Copy of 
Patents Rules, 1901, under the Patents, Designs, 
and Trade Marks Acts, 1883 to 1888 [46 and 47 Vic., 
c. 57, 8. 101 (5)] 


Inebriate Retreats (Rules for Management),—Copy of 
Regulations made with the approval of the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department for the 
Management and Discipline of the Church Army 
Newdigate Farm Home, Surrey, licensed as a Re- 
treat under the Inebriates Ac ts, 1879 to 1899 [61 and 
62 Vic., c. 60, s 21 (1)] 


Factory and Workshop Acts (Home Work),—Copy of 
Order, dated 11th December, 1901, made by’ the 
Secretary of State for the Home Department in 
pursuance of Sections 107, 108, and 110 of The 
Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, applying the pro- 
visions of these sections to certain Classes of Work 
[1 Edw. VIT., ¢. 22, s. 126 (3)] 


Prisons (England and Wales),—Copy of Draft Rule 
proposed to be made by the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department under the Prisons <Aets, 
1877 and 1898, with respect to the Constitution of 
the Visiting Committee of Brixton Prison [40 and 
41 Vie., c. 21, s. 51]. 


Factory and Workshop Acts (Workshops used as 
Sleeping Places),—Copy of Order of the Secretary 
of State, in pursuance of sub-section (3) of section 3 
of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, dated 17th 
January, 1902, modifying the proportion of cubic 


feet of space to be provided ina workshop (other | 


than a domestic workshop) used as a sleeping place 


[1 Edw. VIL, ¢. 22, s. 126 (3)] 


Board of Eduecation,—Copy of Draft Order in Council 
for providing the manner in which a Register of 
Teachers shall be formed and kept [62 and 63 Vic., 
¢. 33, 8. 5] 


Local Registration of Title (Ireland) Act, 189], and | 


Small Dwellings Acquisition Act, 1899 (Rules),— 
Copy of Rules, y dated 31st July, 1901, made by the 
Judge nominated as an additional Land Judge for 
the purposes of The Local Registration of ‘Tithe 
(Ireland) Act, 1891, with the approval of the Lord 
Chancellor [54 and 55 Vie., ¢. 66, s. 94 (4)] 


Date from which 
the Period runs. 


16 January 


16 January 


17 January 


17 January 


17 January 


17 January 


20 January 


20 January 


22 January 


Period to lie upon 
the Table. 





100 sitting days 


12 weeks 


40 days 


4 weeks (whilst the 
House is sitting) 


40 days 


40 days 


40 days 


4 weeks 


40 days 





st the 
tting) 





-—hUC( itl OCU 


